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To the Honourable The KNIGHTS, CITIZENS, and BURGESSES, 
in PARLIAMENT aflembled. 



The Tenth R E P O R T of the Commiffioners appointed to enquire 
into the Fees, Gratuities, Perquifites, and Emoluments, which are or 
have been lately received in certain Public Offices, in Ireland ; and 
alfo, to examine into any Abufes which may exift in the fame ; and 
into the prefent Mode of receiving, collecting, ifluing, and accounting 
for Public Money, in Ireland : — And to invefiigate and examine into 
all Balances and Arrears of Duties appearing by the Public Accounts 
of Ireland to be due unto His Majefty for or on account of any fums 
received for his ufe, and alledged to remain unpaid, and to fettle and 
afcertain the fame, &c. 



ARREARS and BALANCES. 

H AVING in our laft Report concluded our Enquiries into the Rate of the 
feveral Departments employed in collecting the Public Revenue of Ireland, 
we propofed to have next examined fuch branches of its Expenditure as had been 
referred to us for that purpofe, had not our immediate attention been directed to 
another fubje6t. 

By 49 Geo. III. c. 51. we are required to proceed, as foon as may be, 
“ to inveftigate and examine into all Balances and Arrears due unto His 
“ Majefty, for or on account of any fum or funis received for his ufe ; and into 
“ all Arrears of any Revenue, Tax, Charge, or Impofition, remaining or alledged 
“ to remain due or unpaid, and to fettle and afcertain the fame ; and to (late fepa- 
“ rately fuch parts of fuch Balances and Arrears as fliould appear to us infolvent, 
** and for the recovery of which we fliould not think it advifable that legal 
“ procefs fliould be inftituted or continued, with our reafons for fo thinking fet 

“ forth in each cafe ; and in like manner to (late feparately all the other parts 

“ of fuch Balances and Arrears which we fliould not deem infolvent, with our 

“ opinion as to the means which ought to be purfued, and againftwhom and in 

“ what manner for the recovery of each ; and alfo fuch general Rules or 
“ Regulations as we might think proper to be adopted for keeping down all fuch 
“ Balances and Arrears in future; and for the more eafily afcertain ing from 
“ time to time fuch parts thereof as might be infolvent, and recovering all the 
“ other parts with the leaft delay and expence.” 

I11 purfuanee of this Act, we called for accounts of all Arrears of Duties and 
Balances outltauding in the refpeCtive Departments of Cuftom, Excife, Stamps, 
and Poll Office; and confidering how much the current Arrears of Excife 
Duties have tended from their accumulation to embarrafs the Collectors Accounts, 
and conceal from view the real (late of their Balances, we deem them the fitted 
fubjeCt with which to commence our Enquiries. 

CURRENT ARREARS of EXCISE DUTIES. 

The Current Arrears of the Duties of Excife that were outffanding on 5th 
January 1809, and returned to us as remaining uncolleMed on the 25th July 
fucceed ing, amount to £. 103,563. 6 .t. 6 j d. A confiderable portion of thei'e 
Arrears having accrued at diftant periods, we expected to have been materially 
aflifted in examining them by the explanatory ftatements which we required to 
be annexed to the Account we had called for, and by the fpecial Reports of the 
fuperior Officers of the Department to whom the invefligation of the Arrears of 

particular 
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particular diftrifts had been from time to time referred by the Board of Excife ; 
but we found the former to be very unfatisfa&ory, and often incorrect; and 
though the latter afforded us confiderable practical information, the fads they 
contained were not for the moft part dated with the diftinctnefs and precifion necef- 
fary to enable us to judge what confederation was due to the opinions that were 
founded upon them, and which we alfo difcovered to be in many inftances incor- 
re6t. Thefe defeats therefore compelled us to examine in detail a variety of 
documents, fuch as the Officers Stock Books, which contain the original entries 
of the quantities of Excifeable produce, and the duties thereon chargeable againft 
each Trader, the Vouchers or Returns made to the Excife Office, dating the 
amount of the duties actually brought to charge, and the Colle&ors Quarterly 
Arrear Accounts, in order to difcover therefrom the circurrffi.anccs under which 
each Arrear had accrued, the reafon of its not having been paid, and the proceed- 
ings that had been taken from time to time for its recovery ; it alfo became necef- 
fary to call different Officers repeatedly before us, and to make numerous references 
to the Board of Excife ; hence this inveftigation has occupied much of our time ; 
and notwithftanding the labour bellowed upon it, we regret to ft ate that the fum 
that appears to he recoverable is by no means in proportion to what mi "lit be 
expected from the aggregate amount of the duties in arrear. 

AVe have the fatisfaftion, however, of obferving that the Public has not fuftained 
an actual lofs to any thing near the amount of the unproductive Arrears, as it appears 
that a great part thereof has been incurred by the non-payment of duties charged 
on what may be termed fiftitious, inftead of actual Excifeable produce. Of this 
defcription are the charges of duty in refpeft to Walh brewed by Difiillers, but 
not worked oft within the time prefcribed by law, and from which no produce of 
Spirits is Ihewn whereon the duties can attach ; and thofe on account of lhort 
■work, which are incurred when the Trader fails to make within the time the lay/ 
direCts the quantity of Excifeable produce wjth which he is chargeable. It will 
alfo be found by reference to the particular cafes, that Difiillers were principally 
affeaed by fuch charges, and that they were in moft inftances entitled to be re- 
lieved from their operation ; butthough in point of Revenue, the benefit refulting from 
this Enquiry is not as great as we could have defired, there is reafon to expea that 
a fum will be recovered not inconfiderable in itfelf, the enforcing payment of which 
appears as if it had. been abandoned ; nor will it in other refpeCts be unproduaive 
of advantage to the Public, if, behdes difembarrafling the Colleaors Accounts of 
the old Arrears with which they are incumbered, it induces greater correCtnefc 
than appears hitherto to have prevailed in the mode of making up, and in return- 
ing within the time prefcribed by law the Vouchers for the duties brought to 
charge; and alfo in exhibiting informations to enforce their payment when in 
arrear. 

The Surveyors and Gaugers are confidered as refponfible for correaiv making 
up, according to certain forms with which they are furnilhed, and "duly re- 
turning the Vouchers for the feveral duties under their charge ; but there ap- 
pears a want of immediate fuperintendance as to the manner in which they exer- 
cife this fun&ion, nor do we find that it becomes the fubjeft of any regular ’invefti- 
gation; and hence, it may be confidered, arifes the defea'ive Hate in which we found 
-a great part of the Vouchers we have had an opportunity of infpe&ing To 
enforce therefore accuracy and exa&nefs in the difeharge of this important duty 
we recommend that the Colleftors Ihould be required carefully to examine every 
month all the Vouchers returned into their refpe&ive offices, and to report the 
refult to the Board, and in particular to fee that the proper form of Voucher ap- 
plicable to the duty to be brought to charge has been ufed; that the quantities of 
Excifeable produce, and the amount of the duties with which they were charge- 
able have been regularly entered, that they are figned by the proper officer and 
dated, and that all matters effential to make fuch returns a charge a"ainft the 
-feveral Traders have been performed. * * 6 

The negleft of exhibiting informations within the time prefcribed by law in 
order to enforce payment of the duties, is not lefs obfervable in country diftrias 
than the want of accuracy in the mode of framing and returning the Touchers - 
according to the general Regulations eftabliffied for managing the Revenue of Ex- 
xife in Ireland, all penalties incurred by breaches of the laws relating thereto, and 

for 
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for the recovery of which no fpecial provifion is made, are dire&ed to he fued for 
ivithin the diftrift of Dublin before the Chief Commiffioners, and within country 
difti icis before Sub-Cormniffioners ; and as a penalty is generally impofed upon 
every perfon omitting to pay the duties of Excife that have been charged 
againft him, means are thus obtained of indirefUy enforcing payment of the 
duties themfelves : — all informations however for the recovery of every fuch penalty 
were required previous to an Act of the laft Seftion, which limits the time of exhi- 
biting them to three months, to be made or filed within fix months after the offence 
fhould have been committed, confequently when no proceeding is inftituted in the 
Excife Office for the recovery of penalties incurred by the non-payment of duties, 
fuch duties can only be fued for in the Court of Exchequer in like manner as other 
debts due to the Crown ; hut the advantages of proceeding by information in the 
Excife Office have led in a great meafure, unlefs under fpecial circumftances, to 
the difufe of fuits in the Exchequer for the recovery of Excife Duties. Suits in 
the ordinary Courts of Law or Equity may not only be attended with confulerablc 
expence and delay, but are liable to be embarrafled with a variety of pleadings, and 
require an adherence to form and ftri&nels of proof that render , their reftilt, without 
the greateft circumfpeaion on the part of thole who condud them extremely un- 
certain, while the.fummary mode of proceeding eftablifhed by the Excife Laws .is 
fimple, cheap, and expeditious ; whenever therefore duties are not paid. Collectors 
lliould take care to exhibit in due time informations for the recovery ofthe penal- 
ties thereby incurred, and the more fo as this precaution is not attended in ordi- 
nary cafes with any expence- either to the Crown or the party, and the omiffioii of 
it may hazard the lofs of the duty. Wc are not however of the opinion whic h 
fee'ms fo generally to prevail among the officers of this Department, that, becaufe 
any information has not been filed in the Excife Office, the duty is become irre- 
coverable ; on the contrary, we have recommended fuits to be inflituted in the 
Exchequer for the recovery of the Arrears of the duties of the Excife impofed 
upon Wines in the year 1804; and whenever duties are owing on account of 
actual produce regularly brought to charge, we do not think that the rights of the 
Crown are, on account of any fuch negleft, to be abandoned. But with refpe6t 
to charges of duties on DiftiUers or MaltfterS fot fliort work, or on the former for 
waffi not worked off in due.time, we have not thought it expedient, when informa- 
tions have not been filed in the Excife Office, to recommend this courfe of pro- 
ceeding for their recovery ; for befides that ferious doubts are we are informed 
entertained by the Law Officers, whether fuch charges are recoverable in the Ex- 
chequer as duties, vvhen they have not been, direftly granted to the Crown as fuch, 
it is to be confidered, that fuppofing them to be fo granted, as lias been the cafe 
with the duties impofed on Spirits and Malt by 48 Geo. III. cap. 78. they in 
fubftance operate on the parties as penalties, and therefore we' apprehend it would 
be neceflary, in every litigated cafe, to make Erich proof of all fuch fafits as are 
eflential to ffiew that the Trader, whether he be a. Diftiller dr Maltder, was charge- 
able therewith, the difficulty of effecting which, where fo much incorredtnefs 
prevails in the difeharge of the duties of the inferior officers, .will be fufficiently 
obvious by adverting to the various proyifibns of the law for regulating thefe re- 
fpefitive trades. Befides being enjoined hot to permit in any cafe the time for 
filing informations to elapfe. Collectors lliould be required, iftflead of waiting for 
the time of returning their quarterly Arrear Accounts, tohn'ake a Reportto the 
Commiffioners of every Arrear of duty as foon as it ffiall occur, and of the grounds 
upon which the Trader either delays* evades, or difputes the payment of it* and of 
all other particulars relating thereto ; and we recommend that the Commiffioners 
fhould without delay inveftigate the fame, and cahfe fuch meafures to be taken in 
refpeft thereto, either for enforcing its payment* or for abating the charge,' as the 
cafe may feem to require. 

From the great accumulation of Arrears of duties in this Department, it 
would fcarcely we conceive have been pfafticable for the Commiffioners of 
Excife, confidently with their other avocations, to have examined the feveral 
charges thereof, and the documents relating Id them, with the minutenefs 
neceflary to enable them to decide in what, manner they ffiould he difpofed 
of; but we are not aware that their doing fo in refpect to each Arrear as it 
occurs, will be attended with any inconvenience, while it will induce throughout 
every branch of the Department connefted with the charging, levying and en- 
forcing pay merit of the duties, an attentive and corre6i performance of their feveral 

234. C c fundlions, 
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functions, and particularly will tend to promote accuracy in keeping the Stock 
Hooks, and in the frame and return of the Vouchers. 

A prompt confideration of fuch charges of duty as hre returned in arrear, is 
become the more eifential fince the alteration firft made by 48 Geo. III. cap. 6i, 
in refneft to the time of bringing informations to trial. Previous to this Act, an 
information when filed might have been tried at any indefinite period, hence great 
delays often took place between making the complaint and the difpofal of it ; but 
the Law now requires that the trial of every information fhould be commenced, 
if within the DittriCls of Dublin, within 30 days after it has been exhibited, 
unlefs under fpecial circumftances, when 50 days are allowed, and within 
50 days if within diftricts in the country ; and that the Court which tries 
fuch information fhould not adjourn until a witnefs has been examined, and then 
only from day to day, unlefs with the confent of both parties, or upon a good 
and fufficient caufe to be afligned upon oath. It appears from thefe Regulations 
to be the intention of the Legiflatnre, that offences againft the Revenue Laws 
fhould be quickly heard and determined ; and therefore care fhould be taken by 
the Solicitor and thofe who conduct informations in country diftricts, when he Is 
not prefent, to have the evidence neceffary for maintaining them fo prepared and 
arranged, that when the trial of any information is commenced, no unneceffary 
delay fhould take place in its progrefs ; and as the material fads upon which they 
depend are not numerous, we fee no reafon why this may not with due diligence 
be effected ; nor do we think that the number of informations annually filed will 
prove any impediment to their being difpofed of with the promptitude intended 
by the law, as we apprehend that the merits of a great proportion of them are 
never accurately inveftigated, it being ufual for a Trader who has offended 
againft the ftrift; letter of the law, but who thinks that there are any circum- 
ftances in his cafe that fhould entitle him to a remifiion of the penalties he has 
incurred, to plead guilty to the information, with the view of afterwards applying 
to the Commiffioners of Excife for relief; confequently, that which is denomi- 
nated a Trial is only the formal fubmiffion of the party. 

All informations exhibited' in the Diftri6t of Dublin being tried before the Chief 
Commiflioners, the mode of conducting and difpofing of them is immediately under 
their obfervation; but with refpe&to informations in country diftrifts, no ftatement 
of the proceedings thereon, except where convictions have been had, is fnbmitted at 
any fixed period to the Board. In order, therefore, that the Comm ifiioners fhould 
have the means of examining from time to time the mode in which fuch informa- 
tions are difpofed of, we recommend that Collectors fhould be required to make 
to the Clerk of the Informations, to be by him laid before the Board, monthly 
Returns, exhibiting the informations depending in their feveral diftriCts on the firft 
day of every month, when filed, againft whom, and on what account they have 
been refpectively exhibited, when the trial of each commenced, how difpofed of, 
and the ftate of the proceedings in thofe the trials of which have been adjourned, 
and the caufe of fuch adjournment ; and if a fimilar Return in fubflance of all 
appeals depending, and of all fuits inftituted in the ordinary Courts of Law or 
Equity, were made quarterly by the Solicitor, the Board of Excife would have 
before them at fixed periods the whole ftate of the law proceedings of the De- 
partment, and would be thereby enabled to maintain a moft falutary controul 
over the conduct of them. The advantage to be derived from the regular exercife 
of fuch a fuper intendance would not only be experienced in the management 
with expedition and effeCfc of fuits that were depending, but in preventing fuits 
being unadvifedly inftituted and profecuted. No information fhould be profe- 
cuted nor other fuits inftituted, without its being well weighed and confidered 
whether there are fufficient grounds for fuch proceedings, and areafonableprofpeCt 
of their being maintained ; befi ts that a contrary condua is productive of unne- 
ceffary expence, it is difcreditable to the law branch of the Department, con- 
iklerations that do not feem to have been fufficiently adverted to in fome of the 
cafes that have during this Enquiry come incidently under our obfervations, 
and to which we are therefore defirous of pointing the attention of the Commif- 
fioners of Excife. 

In the fubfequent details, inftances will be found of fuits having been 
commenced, and fome of them brought to the eve of a trial, without the 

Solicitor 
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Solicitor having previoufly feen the Voucher for the charge, or afcertained 
whether it could be produced, and from the want of which fuch fuits were 
afterwards abandoned : and in the DiftriCt of Carlow, it appears, that out of five 
Informations exhibited for non-payment of duties againlt two Diftillers, named 
Caffidy and Hinchy, three were actually brought to trial and difmiffed owing 
to the Officers Returns not having been verified by affidavits, as is requifite in 
order to charge the Trader whenever he controverts any Return in refpeCt to the 
amount of duty charged againft him ; and the remaining two, being fimilarly 
circumftanced, were not proceeded on. Upon this occafion, one of the 
Board’s Counfel attended, and as the amount of the duties in queftion was very 
confiderabie, it is not improbable but the importance of thefe informations 
formed the principal inducement to bring Counfel from Dublin. Had, however, 
the Solicitor informed himfelf of the circumftances of thefe cafes before meafures 
had been taken for bringing the informations to trial, he would have difcovered 
the defect of the evidence, and the expence incurred by thefe proceedings would 
have been avoided. 

In order therefore to enfure a Uriel attention to this branch of duty, we think 
that in no inftance fhould the Solicitor be permitted to proceed to the trial of an 
information or other fuit, until he had firft reported that the proofs had been 
examined, and were fufficient to fupport fuch profecutiou. In the cafe of informa- 
tions, we conceive that the Solicitors of each Board will be, in moil inftances, 
competent to infpeCt and decide upon the fufficiency of fuch proofs, fo that it will 
be rarely neceffary to call in the aid of Counfel for this purpofe ; and when we 
confider the large fums of money that appear to be expended under the head of 
Fees to Counfel, we cannot fufficiently call the attention of the Boards to the 
•reftraint of the frequency of thofe applications. 

We have already obferved largely in our 8th Report, on the want of economy in 
dealing out the public money under the head of Law Charges, and cannot avoid 
faying, that in the progrefs of our enquiry we have had additional reafon to confirm 
the obfervations we formerly made on this branch of Expenditure. On examining 
the Collectors Balances, now under our inveftigation, we find cafes of little legal 
difficulty fubmitted not only to the Boards two Counfel and the Attorney General, 
but alfo to the Solicitor General ; and after their unanimous opinions (as might be 
expected from the nature of the cafes, upon which no difference of fentiments 
could exift) had been received, we find to our furprize the fame identical cafes 
and opinions a few months afterwards laid before two other Gentlemen for their 
consideration, upon their fucceeding to the offices of Attomey General and Boards 
firft Counfel. Some of thefe cafes, though not immediately connected with the 
fubjeCt of this Report, we have thought proper to give in the Appendix, as we 
think no occafion fhould be loft of impreffing upon the Boards of Cuftoms and 
Excife, the neceffity of retrenchment in their law expenditure, whenever it can 
be effected without injury to the Public Sendee ; and whilft we infill on the inex- 
pediency of confulting as many Counfel as has been ufual on ordinary occafions, 
we recommend that in the feleCtion of cafes to be referred to them, care Ihould 
be taken that a point, when once fettled by their advice, Ihould not be again 
unneceffarily fubmitted to their decifion. It is true that cafes involving the fame 
point of Law, may fo differ in their circumftances as to induce different opinions, 
but this can rarely happen ; and perhaps a regiftry of cafes as they relate to 
each trade, ftating the point in queftion, and under what ACt of Parliament 
it fiad occurred, might often affift both the Boards and their Solicitors in 
determining upon the cafes in which it might be expedient to refort to the 
opinion of Counfel, and prevent the fame queftion being unneceffarily fubmitted 
to them. 



The 
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The following STATEMENT contains the Amount, under each Head of 
Diftrifts of Ireland, on the 5th January 1 809, 



STRONG WATERS. 



DISTRICT. 






DUBLIN - 
ATHLONE - 
CARLOW - 
CLONMELL 
CORK 

DROGHEDA 
DUNDALK 
LOUGHREA 
LIMERICK - 
MARYBORO 
NEWflY - 
WATERFORD 
WICKLOW - 



DUBLIN EXCISE ARREARS-. 

.’TIES 1803 - - - - ,£.5,142. 7. 5: 

jTTES 1804 - - - 15,297. ' 4. , 2 



WINE DUTIES 1803. 

BY the 43d Geo. III. c. 92. which, received the Royal Affent on the 13th 
July 1803, an additional Cuftom duty after, the: rate.of £. 10, per cent, on "the 
amount of the then exifting import duties, was inipofed upon ctrhiirx articles of 
merchandize, among which were included Foreign ; Wines. imported into Ireland, 
and which had not been Before the 14th day of July in, that year entered, or the 
duties payable thereon paid or fccuredby Bond; -and the r^tpeftiye Expire duties 
following were alfo laid upon all Wines, which •qn thp 24th day. pl' J.uvte. preceding 
were in the ftores or warehoufes of any Importer of» Dealer in, Seller <pr Retailer 
of Wine in Ireland ; viz. , . , . .. 

Upon every tun of French Wine - T , - ■ - ,£.7 

Portugal, Mack'ira, Spam/h pr.Canaiy Wine,) 

and all ^Vines of. the -dominion of Spain, > 4 10 — 
mul the Wines of Naples and Sicily -) 

Rhenrth Wines of Germanyand Hungary - 3 10 — 

. . All other Wines - - -35 — 

And all Wines imported before the faid 24th day of June, the ditties on the 
import of which fliould hot have been fully paid and difcharged on or before that 
day, were directed (although fuch duties might have been paid before the 14th 
July above-mentioned) to be confidered as Wines in the King’s (lores, and to he 
liable to the additional import duty of £. 10. per cent. By the fame Aft was 
provided, that every Importer of. Dealer in, Seller or Retailer of Foreign Wines, 
fliould, within ten days from the palling of the Aft, deliver at the office of the 
Colieftor of Excife of the Diftrh . a true, juft and perfeft account in writing, 
verified upon oath, of the quantity of Foreign Wines which' were in his or her 
pofiefiion on the 24th day of .1 une, or in the poffefiion of any other perfon for his 
or her ufe, defcribing the place in which the fame ihould be, and thefituation 

thereof 
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Wf 



1 of 
° 9 . 



Duty, of the Current Arrears of Excife returned as Out Handing in the feveral 
and which remained uncollected on the 25th July 1809. 





T.Uk.. 


Leather. 




Wines. 


TOTALS. 




£■ s . d . 






L *• d . 

20,228 13 5 


/• d . 

31,948 




. 


. 


. 




1,731 6 2 




. 


. 




- 


5,644 19 5§ 




_ 


. 


. 


- - 


36,104 14 8 h 




75 13 3 l 


. 


. . . 


726 15 i£ 


1,880 it 




. 


. 


. 




3,989 H 93 






. 


. 


- 


9S0 9 6 




_ 


... 


. 




934 i fi 10-I 




. 


- 


. 




597 15 6 




85 5 5 


. 


- . 


4 16 lj 


17,484 10 si 




- 




. 


100 8 gi 


1,415 6 8 i 




. 


. 


. 


. 


504 18 6 




. . . 


. - - 


- - - 


- - - 


346 2 6 


= _ 


160 18 8J 




* 


21,060 13 5i 


103,563 6 6f 



thereof, and diftinguifliing fuch Wines from each other, according to their true 
denomination, under a penalty for neglecting to deliver fuch account within fuch 
time ; or for delivering a falfe or untrue account, of forfeiting all fitch Wines, and 
« Cum of £. 500. That the Officers of Excife fliould take an account of all fuch 
Wines in the cuftody of or belonging to any fuch Importer of or Dealer, &e. ; 
and within ten days after taking fuch account, fliould make a Return in writing to 
the Collector of Excife, of the quantity and kind of all fuch Wines, and of the 
duties of Excife chargeable thereon, and that the fums contained in fuch Returns 
fliould be a charge on all fuch perfons, who, in cafe fuch Returns fliould contain a 
greater quantity of Wines than the accounts returned by them refpeCtively, fliould 
pay the duties of Excife according thereto, otherwise that the accounts given by 
fuch Importers, &c. fliould be a charge on, and the duties be paid by them 
accordingly. That the perfons chargeable with Excife duties in refpcct to fuch 
Wines fliould pay the fame within three months from 24th June under a penalty 
of £. 100. and double the amount of the duty with which they fliould be fo 
charged ; that no permit fliould be granted before the expiration of tbe faid time 
of three months for the removal of any fuch Wines, unlefs all duties thereon 
fliould have been previoufly paid; that all Wipes in the King s Stores belonging 
to any Importer, &c. fliould be liable to all fuch duties remaining unpaid, as 
fliould be payable on all or any other Foreign Wines of fuch Importer, &c. find 
fliall not be removed out of fuch Stores until all fuch duties had been fully paid ; 
that Wines, on which the additional import duty of £. 10. per cent, had been paid, 
fliould not be chargeable with the Excife duties, and that the Buyers of any 
Wines which had not been delivered, and ou account of which the Seller had been 
charged with fuch additional duties, fliould pay the amount thereof to fuch Seller. 
It appears from the Report of Mr. Paul Dawfon, one of the Surveyors General, 
made on the 28th of Auguft 1805, that the whole of the Excife duties 011 Wines 
brought to charge under this A6t in the diftrift of Dublin, originally amounted 
to £. 12,340. ; that informations had been filed for the recovery of the penalties 
incurred by fuch perfons as bad not paid the duties with which they were charge- 
able, within the time preferibed by the A 61, and that a him of £. 5,246. 14 .?. 2 d. 
was then in arrear. It likewife appears that the trials of Certain of the informa- 
tions fo tiled were fufpended from time to time, by orders of the Cotnmiflioners 
of Excife, in confequence of the applications of feveral rcfpeaable mercantile 
Houfes of the City of Dublin, arifiug as we are informed from their conlidering 
2 04. D d that 
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that the amount of the additional duties with which they were chargeable in refpeft 
of their flocks of Wines under the A a, had not been correctly afcertained by the 
Officer in making their charge. Mr. Dawfon however having in his Report 
above-mentioned dated, that without coercive meafures, there was no likelihood of 
any farther Runs being paid on account of thefe duties ; and having recommended 
that the Solicitor fliould be directed to proceed with the informations without 
delay, the Commiffioners of Excife on the 31ft day of Auguft 1804, iffiied an order 
which was afterwards often repeated to that efted, but fuch, as we are informed, 
has been the prefs of bufinefs in the Solicitor’s department, that no fteps have as 
yet been taken towards its execution ; and indeed unlefs the accounts had been 
previoufly examined, and the errors which we have difcovered in feveral of the 
charges corrected, there is every reafon to apprehend that fuch trials, if pro- 
ceeded upon, would have been in many inllances attended by unfavourable 
reful ts. . In investigating thefe Arrears, we found that the duties were charged by 
the Officers of Excife on the feveral Importers, &c. according to Returns made 
either by themfelves or by their principal Clerks, and verified upon oath ; but as 
many of thefe Returns included Wines that were not chargeable with the Excife 
duties ; and as the Officers for the moft part made their charge on the whole 
contents of the Return, it became in fuch cafes often neceffary to refer to other 
documents, in order to afcertain the amount of the duties that ought to be 
charged; which having at length eff'efted, we defired the attendance of the dif- 
ferent perfons appearing to be in arrear, with the view of affording them an 
opportunity of obje&ing to our ftatement, and of claiming, if they could, any 
other allowances than thofe we had already made them ; and from the commu- 
nication we have had with the greateft number, and the moft refpectable of them, 
we have every reafon to think, that a confiderable portion of the arrears Rated by 
us to be recoverable, will be difcharged without the neceffity of refortino- to 
coercion ; under thefe circum fiances, therefore, we recommend'that the Col lector 
of the difirid of Dublin fliould fend notice to the feveral perfons in arrear of the 
fnms due by them refpeaively, fpecifying the allowances (if any) that have been 
rnade to them, and requiring them to pay the amount within a reafonable 
time, otherwife that compulfory proceedings would be taken againfl them : 
fliould this reqttffition fail of producing the effed we expert from it, we thert 
fubmit that the Solicitor fhould be direded to take the mod prompt and efficacious 
meafures for enforcing payment in all cafes where the amount in arrear can be 
confidered to warrant the expence to be incurred in fuingfor its recovery. 

ARREARS Outflanding of Wine Duties 1803. 

John Lindfay : ,£. 245. 6. qf. — Mr. Lindfay, on the 22d July 1803, in return- 
ing his flock of Wines on 24th June preceding, Rated 94 pipes and one ullage 
of Port Wine to be in the King’s flores ; the Excife duties charged by the 
Officer on Mr. Lindfay, in which were included the duties on the above-men- 
tioned wines, amounted to £. 468. 7. 2. of which he appears by the Collectors 
Return to have paid .£’.223. o. 4f. leaving unpaid the above fum of 
£. 245. 6. qf. which, at £. 4. 10. per ton, is the amount of the Excife duties on 
the wines Rated to be in the King’s ftores. On examining the Storekeeper’s 
ledger, we found that Mr. Lindfay, on the 15th June 1803, imported 95 pipes 
of Port Wine per the Catherine from Oporto, and entered them on 28th June 
1804; and it 1 ike wife appears by the Report of the Examiner of Cufioms, that 
on that day he paid CuRom duties chargeable thereon, including the additional 
duties of .1803. We are therefore of opinion that the above fum of £. 245. 6 . of. 
fliould be difcharged from the Arrear account, as an erroneous charge. 

John Kelly : <£.157. 11.31. — This fum is the amount of the Excife Duties 
charged by the Officer, of the Stock of Mr. John Kelly, the whole of which is 
Rated by the Return to have been on 24th June 1803 in his own warehoufes and 
vaults in Great Ship-Rreet and Chancery -lane ; notwithfianding we cannot dil- 
cover any grounds upon which this charge could have been diiputed, no pay- 
ment has ever been made on account of it. Mr. Kelly being dead, the infor- 
mation filed againR him for the recovery of the penalties incurred by the non- 
payment of the duties cannot now be proceeded on. But. as it is underfiood 
that he left fufficient property, this debt fliould be demanded from his Repi efen- 

tatives; 
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tatives j and in cafe of their refufing to pay it, the proper Heps ftiould be taken 
for its recovery in the Exchequer. 

Nugent 8f N angle : £■ 416. 4. 6f. — This is the amount of the Excife 
Duties charged on the ftock of Wines belonging to Meflrs. Nugent and Nangle, 
and dated to be in their ftores on 24th June 1803, at the rear of N* 13, Sackville- 
lireetj there do not appear any grounds of difputing this charge. 

Jofeph Callanan : £. 6 oq. 5. 10.— In the charge on the. ftock of Mr. Callanan 
are included the duties on 56 pipes of Port Wine, ftated by him in his Return to 
have been in the King’s ftores on 24th June 1803 ; but it appears from a Return 
made by the Storekeeper, that on that day Mr. Callanan had only in the King’s 
ftores 25 pipes of Port, and thefe not his own property, but as adminiftrator of 
one Alexander Robinfon, the Cuftom duties on which were paid on the 3d July 
1803, 8th February, and 3d July 1804 ; prefuming, therefore, that thefe 25 pipes 
were part of the above-mentioned 56 pipes, we are of opinion that £.6 5. 3. 7. 
being the amount of the duties thereon, ftiould be deduced from the charge on 
Mr. Callanan. With refpect to the remainder of the 56 pipes, ftated by him to 
be in the King’s ftores, though his Return is fo far negatived by that of the 
Storekeeper, fuch appears to be the incorrect ftate of the books produced to us 
as belonging to that Department, that we do not confider it was conclufive 
againft Mr. Callanan ; yet we do not think it proper to make him any abate- 
ment on account of fuch wines, as he may readily relieve himfelf from that part 
of the charge by fhewing their importation, ftoring and entry, and which he had 
an opportunity of doing before us had he thought fit, as we defired his attendance 
for the fpecial purpofe of his reconciling the apparent contradi&ion between his 
Return and that of the Storekeeper. , 

Richard Denis Connor : £.i\\. o. 3! . — This fum is the amount due by 
Richard and Denis Connor for the Excife Duties charged on their ftock of 
Wines. Denis Connor is now in the Weft Indies, but the charge is good 
againft Richard Connor, w r ho has fufficient property to anfwer the demand. 



Sneyd & Blaclcxvoods : £. 2,053. 2 - 7 f- — This fum is the amount of the 
Excife Duties charged on the Wines belonging to Meflrs. Sneyd and Biackw r oods, 
which were returned to have been on 24th June 1803, in the King’s ftores and in 
their own ftores in Harcourt-ftreet and Sackville-ftreet, without diftinguifhing in 
fuch Return the Wines in the King’s ftores from thofe that were in their own 
private ftores ; the duties were confequently charged by the Officer on the whole 
quantity returned. It appears by the Storekeeper’s books, that Meflrs. Sneyd 
and BlackWoods had in the King’s ftores on the 24th of June 1803, the following 
Wines, which they afterwards entered at the periods under-mentioned, and for 
which, as appears from the entries made thereof at the Cuftom-houfe, they paid 
the additional duties of 1803. 



Date of Import. 


Vcffels Names. 


Portugal and Sj 


•anith. 




Date of Entry when 
duty paid. 






Batts. 


Pipes. 


Hltds. 


H lids. 




1801. June 26th. 


Margaret of Oporto - 


- - 


65 


IO 


- - 


7U1 July 1804. 


1802. July 20tli. 


Lovely Peggy, from Bordeaux 


- 




- 


5 ° 


- - D\ 


— Sept r xoth. 


Caroline, from Barbadoes 




IO 


- 


- 


20th D°. 


— Dec' 10 th. 


Commerce, from Oporto 


- 


5 


- 




20th Febr D®. 


— — 12th. 


Lovely Peggv, front Bordeaux 


- 


- 


- 


12 


7 ill July D°. 


— April 2 lit. 


Prince Edvvaid, from Oporto 




100 




- 


- - D°, 


— - - - - 


Phoenix, from Bordeaux 




- 


- 


72 




• — May 25th. 


Draper, from Oporto - 


- - 


So . 






- - D*. 


— June 13t.lt. 


'1 ui ton, from Bourdeaux 




- 




50 




.... 


D° 




- 




1QO 


24U1 April 1806. 


----- 







' ", 




93 


20th July 1804. 








2 So 


1 10 


382 





In addition to which they appear, by the copies of the Entries tranfmitted to 
its from the Cuftom Iloufe, to have entered, as .if they had been in the King’s Stores, 
though they are not fhewn to have been fo by the* Storekeepers : 



Books 182. Auguft 
D° - 



I la 



nnah, from Oporto - - - - 1 20 

I • 305 



7th July. 
20lh D°. 



Frota 
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From thefe feveral Documents therefore it appears, that of the Wines fo re- 
turned as the Stock of Sneyd and Blackwoods on 24th June 1803, they had on 
.that day in the King’s ft ores 305 pipes 10 hhds. of Portugal and Spanilh Wines, 
and 382 hhds of French Wines ; taking the former at 146 gallons per pipe, and 
.70 gallons per hhd. they would amount to 179 tuns 122 gallons, the duties on 

■which at £. 4. 10, per tun, would be £.807 13 6 

The latter at 4 hhds. to a tun would amount to 95 4 tuns, the 

dufjes on which at £. 7. per tun, would be ... 668 JO — 



Total over charge againft Sneyd and Blackwood - £. 1,476 3 6 

This fum, we are of opinion, fhould be deduded from the amount charged by 
the Officers, apd the balance only now claimed. 



John Green: £-qq. 8. 2. — Mr. Green included in the Return of his dock 
two pipes of Port, dating them to be for private ufe, and not for fale ; the duties 
on which forming a part of the above charge, and amounting to £. 15. 1 3 s. 3 d. 
we recommend fhould be deduced therefrom, and the Balance only claimed. 

Wm. Stainer : £, 66. 19. 64-. — From the charge of M’r. Stamer we likewife 
propofe to deduct a fum of £. 9. 18 s. 6d. being the amount of the duties on 

1 Pipe of Port, ) 

2 Hhds. of Claret, f Stated by him in his Return to be for private 

x Q. r Calk Bucellas, and ( ufe; 

1 0 / Calk Sherry, ) 

and that the Balance only fhould be claimed. 



Jf m. Hinks : £.2$. 1. of. — From this charge we propofe to deduct 
£■ 7 * 16 j. 5 d. being the amount of the duties oil 
1076 Bottles of Portugal Wine 



1 S ’ 
jufe. 



Stated iu his Return to be for private 



584 - D 9 - Spanilh - D° 

140 - D 9 - Canary - D 9 

fames Conroy: £. 44. 8. 11. — Mr. Conroy dated, in the Return of his dock, 
that there were three hhds. of Claret which were not, his property, but which he 
admits had been fold by him a year before. The Act having provided that in 
Inch cafes the Buyer fhould be charged with the duty, we are of opinion that Mr. 
Conroy is not entitled to any deduction on account of the wines fo fold; but that 
he is liable to pay the whole amount of the above charge. 



George Kidd: £.^2. 12. 10. — Mr. Kidd dates, in the Return of his dock, 
that two hhds. of Claret mentioned therein, were fold by him to Mr. Harvev, of 
Stephen s Green, and were fent back to his ftores for the purpofe of being 
bottled ; and that one butt of Spanilh wine, mentioned alfo in his Return, had been 
purchafed from Mr. Callanan the 14th July 1803. The Officer does not include 
the two hhds. of Claret or the butt of Sherry in his charge on Mr. Kidd, fo that 
there does not appear any ground for its being difputed. 



Jfm. P lea flint s : £. 54. 5. 34 . — Mr. Pleafants is charged duty for two 
butts of Spanifh wine which he included in the Return of his dock, dating they 
were fold ten months before, but not delivered ; we do not, however, condder him 
entitled to any allowance on that account. 

Pickard Wilfon : £. 40. o. 1. — In this cafe we fee no ground for making 
any deduction from the Officer’s charge ; but Mr. Wilfon, on being called upon, 
having dated to us upon oath, that his affairs became embarrafled in the year 
1808, when a Commilfion of Bankruptcy was iffued againd him, that the Com- 
miffion having been afterwards fuperfeded, his Creditors accepted of a compo- 
fition of 7 s. 6 d. in the pound; and that had the above charge been demanded 
from him previous to his infolvency, it would have been paid, but that he is now 
unable to do fo ; we are of opinion that this charge fhould be placed upon the 
Infolvent Lid. 

Hugh Skeys : £. 1 06. 10 . 7. — Mr. Skeys died in infolvent circumdances; 
this charge alfo may be placed upon the Infolvent Lid. 

The/ L. Card: £. 44. xo. 54. — The charge was in this cafe made accord- 
ing to Mr. Card s own Return ; but as he has become a Bankrupt, this Arrear 
may be placed upon the Infolvent Lilt. 

John 
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John Dosmoitlin : £. 19. .5. gf. — From the charge again ft tins dealer we 
recommend that £.1. 13. 6f. (hon’d be deduced, being the amount of the 
duties on 33d bottles -of red Port wine, and 72 bottles of Spanish white wilie, Rated 
in his return to be for private ufe. 

Jos. Green: £.25. 12. 8£. — From the charge againft Mr. Green we alfo 
propofe to deduct £. 5. 5. 9. being the amount of the duties on two pipes cf 
Port, Rated by him in his return to have been referred for private ufe. 

John Derharii : £.2 6. 1 5. — The charge, in this cafe, was on ten pipes of 
Port which the Dealer returned to be in the Cuftom-Houfe ftores. By a Return, 
however, made to us by the Commiilioners of Cuftoms, it appears that Mr. 
Durham had not any wine in the King’s ftores on 24th June 1803; we cannot 
therefore recommend that this charge ftiould be abated. Mr. Derham is dead, 
•but we underftand has left property. 

MaHh* Bathvrfi : £•?<). 3. o. — In toe charge on Mr. Bathurft is included 
the duty on one pipe and one hhd. of Port wine, ftated by him in his Return to 
have been ibid, but not delivered previous to the 24th of June 1803, but he is not 
entitled to any allowance on that account. 

Benh Caul: : £. 34. 18. 8§. — This cafe (lands upon the fame grounds as 
the preceding, the Deafer dating in his Return that of 12 J pipes Port in his poflfcf- 
fi on on 23d June 1803, he had on that day fold one pipe, but which had not 
been delivered. 

Ed: o' 1 Whilehead r £.2 6. 18. 4. — Mr. Whitehead, in returning his (lock of 
wines, ftated that 40 dozen of Portugal wine, ten dozen of French wine, and ten 
dozen of Spaniili wine, were intended for private ufe. The Officer in making 
up the charge on Mr. Whitehead appears to have charged him twice for the 
above wines, conftdering thofe claimed for private ufe as a diftindt parcel, from 
thofe comprifmg his general ftock ; whereas, Mr. Whitehead plainly refers to 
them as compofing a part of it. We are therefore of opinion, that Mr. White- 
head (hould be allowed a Cum of £. 6. is. 2 d. the amount of double the duties 
on the wines refervedfor private ufe. 

Francis Caftro: £. 9. 4. 7*. — This charge we recommend to be placed on 
the InfolVent Lift, it appearing by the evidence of Henry Caftro, brother of the 
Dealer, that he has long fmee retired from bufinefs, has loll the ufe of his limbs, 
and is othervvife in an infirm (late of health, and is now usable to pay the Arrear 
ftanding out againft him. 

Meffrs. E. Byrne and Co.: £.11. 1. 10.— This is the Balance of the 
charge made on the ftock of Metfrs. E. Byrne and Co. and which ought to be 
(truck out of the account as erroneous, it appearing that they returned their 
ftock of bottled wine in dozens at 1 2 bottles to each dozen ; whereas the Officer 
calculated the duty thereon at 13 bottles to the dozen, thereby making a dif- 
ference of £.11. 5. 1 f . in the amount of the duties. 

Thorne and Stoddart : £. 27. 19. 4. — We underftand that -both of thefe 
parties are gone to the Eaft Indies, after being etfibarrafled in their eircumftances. 
This Arrear therefore may be d laced on the Infolvcnt Lift. 



In the following cafes we are not aware of any plea that can be fet up againft 
the payment of the duties, nor do we find that the Dealers, &c. are' entitled to any 
deduction from the fums (fated to be due by them. 





£■ 


s. 


d. 




- £ 


s. 


d. 


.1. W. Fit zgerald - 


161 


3 


7i 


Lealy and O’Kceue 


- , 6 3 


16 


8 


V. and H. O’Connor - 


142 


4 


3i 


Thomas James - 


■ 2 9 


10 


3s 


James. Smith 


6 


6 


9r 


W m Giilefpie 


- 44 


15 


2 


Mofes and Wiggans 


6 


if) 


4 


Richard Browne - 


- 38 


l 7 


I V 


Cath. and Ed. Kennedy 


22 


18 


1 1 


Anthony Carroll 


- 47 


J 7 


I Ii 


Patrick Walili - 


*9 


6 


1 


Mathew Campbell 


- 6 


7 


6 


W” Harwood 


2 


x 9 


7 x 


L. Maxwell 


- i7 




4 i 


J. Jones - 


2 






Denis. Lyng 


- 2 4 


4 


10 


Jofeph Wade 


2 3 


18 


10 


Garret Kavanagh 


- 18 


5 


— 


Cl/ Rigney 


44 


1 1 


8f 


Barth" Murphy 


- 8 


18 


ICf 


Jofeph Cooper 


34 


1 


8 


James Hartley - 


■ 7 


1 1 


7 


David Kelly 


1 


19 


8 


John Warren 


- — 


1 1 


10 


Luke Dignam 


— 


*9 


7* 


John Fitz Gerald 


2 


12 


I0 t 


James Callanan - 


1 


17 


9* 










2J4- 
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ABSTRACT of the Arrears of the Excife Wine Duties of 1803; 
Diftinguilbed under the refpeftive Heads of Infolvent, Abated, 
and Recoverable. 



NAME S. 



John Lind fay ... 

John Kelly - 
Nugent and Nangle 
Joleph CalLman ... 
Richard and Denis Connor - 
t neyd and Blackwoods - 
John Greene 

William Slamer - • - 

William Ilanks - 

James Conroy - - 

George Kidd 
William Pleufants 
Richard Willuu ... 
Hugh Sfeeys ... 
Thomas L. Card ... 
John Dumoulin ... 
Jofeph Greene - - - 

John Derham ... 
Mathew Bathurft 
Benjamin Gault - 

Edward Whitehead 
l'rancis Caftro ... 
E. Byrne, H. M'Donnel and Co. 
Thorn? and Stodhart 
J. W. Fitzgerald - 
V. and 1 1 . O’Connor 
James Smith - - 

Mofes and Wiggans • 

Catherine and Edward Kennedy 
Patrick Walfli ... 
William Harwood 
J , J ones - - - - 

J.ifepli Wade - 

Chril'topher lligney 
Jftieph Cooper ... 
David Kelly - - - 

Luke Dignam ... 
J . tines Callanan ... 
Lealiy and O’Keeffe 
Thomas James - 

William Gillcfpie - 

ltichard Browne - 

Anthony Carroll - 

Mathew Campbell 
L. Maxwell .... 
Denis Lyug - 
Garrett Kavanagli 
Bartholomew Murphy - 
James Hartley ... 
John tVarren - 

John Pitz- Gerald - 



Sums returned in 


Sums deemed 
Infolvent. 


Sums nlmled as 
error, to, ,lly 
charged oil, allowed 
on other ground,. 


£ 


C <*■ 


£. t. <!. 


245 6 gi 




245 6 9% 


157 11 3 f 




... 


416 4 Cf 


- 




609 5 10 


. 


65 3 7 


>41 — 3 ? 


- 




2,053 2 7’- 


- 




99 8 2 


- 




66 19 6| 


- - - 


918 6 


•29 1 -2 






44 8 11 






42 12 10 


- 


. 


54 5 32 


- 


... 


40 — 1 


40 — 1 





106 10 7 


l 60 IO 7 


— 


44 io 


44 >0 5.1 





>9 5 9 l 


- 




25 12 8f 


... 




26 1 3 


... 




29—3 


... 


... 


34 >8 U 


... 


. 


26 18 4 


- 




9 4 7 i 


9 4 7 r 


— 


11 1 IO 


- 


11 l 10 


27 >9 4 


27 19 4 


— 


■ 5 i 3 7 i 




. 


142 4 3 i 


- 


... 


6 6 


- 


- 


0 15 4 


- 


- 


22 18 11 


... 


. 


19 6 1 


- 


... 


2 19 7 


- 


- 


2 2 l| 


- 


... 


23 18 10 


- 


. 


44 11 Sf 


- 


... 


34 > 8 


... 


... 


1 19 S 


- 


... 


— 19 72 


... 


... 


1 17 93 




- . 


63 16 8 




... 


29 10 3 f 


... 


- 


44 15 2 




... 


38 17 >f 


... 


- 


47 17 '■! 


... 


- 


676 


... 


- 


>7 — 4 f 


... 


. 


24 4 10 


- 


... 


18 5 — 






8 18 lof 


. 


. 


7117 


- 


. 


— 1110 






2 12 lOf 


- 


* - - 


£■ 


228 5 1 


1,844 4 4 



Sums deemed 
Recoverable. 



d. 

>57 >> 3& 
416 4 6§ 
544 2 3 
>4 » — Si- 
576 19 i£ 
83 14 11 
57 > ~k 
ai 4 7 i 
44 811 
44 12 10 
54 5 34 



20 611 § 
26 1 5 
29—3 
34 1 8 «4 
20 17 2 



161 3 74 

>42 4 3r 
6 6 y± 

6 15 4 

22 18 11 
1961 

210 7 
22 if 

23 IS 10 
44 i 1 Sf 
34 1 8 

1198 

- >9 72 
> >7 9i 

63 1 5 8 
29 10 3 1 
44 >5 2 
38 >7 if 
47 >7 >>f 
676 
>7 — 4f 

24 410 
18 5 — 

8 »8 lof 

7 >> 7 

— 1110 
2 12 iof 



3,009 18 — f 



RECAPITULATION. 



INSOLVENT 

ABATED 

RECOVERABLE 



Total - ; - - & 5.142 7 hi 



£■ *. d. 

2z3 5 1 

1,844 4 4 

3,069 18 — J 
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WINE DUTIES 1804. 

By the 44th Geo. III. cap. 67. which received the Royal A (Tent icth July 
3804, an additional Cuftora duty was impofed on “ all M ines imported, and 
** which had not been entered and paid duty on or before the patting of the Aft," 
and the refpeftive additional Excife duties following were alfo impofed upon 
“ all Wines which at or after the paffmg of the Aft had been or fiiould be in the 
“ Stores or Warehouses, or in the cuftody, power or poffeflion of any Importer of 
■*« or Dealer in, or Seiler or Retailer of 'Wine in Ireland, and which had paid the 
« duties payable on the importation thereof under or by virtue of any Aft or 
“ Acts in force in Ireland at the palling of the Aft ; viz. 

“ French Wine «£. 1 1. 19. 1. per tun. 

“Madeira 9. 1 7. 9. per IV. 

“ Rhenifli, Germany and Hungary - - 22. 9. 4. per IV. 

“ Portugal Wine and Spanifli White VTines - q. 19. 8. per IV. 

“ Spanifl) Red, Canary, Naples and Sicily - 16. 19. 8. per IV. 

“ Any other fort of Wines, not other wife enu- 

“ merated 24. 15. 6. per IV. 

By this Aft.' it was provided “ That every Importer, Dealer in. Seller or Re- 
“ tailer of Foreign Wines, fiiould within three days after the 31ft day of July 
“1804, deliver at the office of the Collector of Excife of the Did rift in which 
“ fuch Wine iliould have been on the day of the pafling of the Aft, or any other 
“ day between that day and the 3 1 ft day of July inelufive, a juft, true andpar- 
“ ticular account in writing, verified upon oath, of the quantity of all Foreign 
“ Wine which on the faid day or within the period above-mentioned fiiould have 
“been in his or her euftody or poffeflion, or in the cuftody or poffeflion of any 
“ perfon for his or her ufe, deferibing the places in wlreh the fame fiiould re- 
“ fpeftively have been, and diftingulfhing fuch Foreign Wines from each other 
■ according to their true denomination, under a penalty of forfeiting for. not 
“ delivering fuch account, or for delivering a falfe or untrue account, all fuch 
“Wines, and a fum of £. 200. That the Officers of Excife fiiould take an ac- 
“ count of all fuch Wines in the cuftody of or belonging to fuch Importer or 
“Dealer, &c. and fiiould infert the amount of the duties chargeable thereon ; 

“ and that if fuch Returns contained a greater quantity of Wines than the Ac- 
“ counts returned by the parties, the fums ftated therein fiiould be a charge on 
“ fuch Importers or Dealers, ,&c. olherwife the Account returned by them re- 
“ fpeftively fhoukl be the charge, and the duty paid accordingly. That alt 
“ perfons chargeable with all fuch additional duties Iliould be at liberty to give 
“ fecurity for the fame by bond, with two fufficient fureties to he approved of by 
“ the Colieftor of the diftrift, conditioned- that the whole amount thereof fiiould 
“ be paid by fix equal inftalittents on or before the 25th day of December 1805, 
“ the firft of foc.h inftalments to be paid on the 2.9th September 1 804, and the 
“ four fueeqediog inftalments on the 25th day of December, 25th day of March, 
“ 24th day of June, and 29th day of September then nextenfuing, and the lafl 
Y inftaimenton or before the 25th day of December 1805. 

“ That no permit fiiould be granted for the removal of any part of fuch Wines out 
« of flock until the additional duties impofed by the Aft, and all duties of Cuftoms 
“ and Excife due thereon fiiould have been paid : I hat any perfon liable to the* 
“ faid duties, paying the fame or any part thereof before the expiration of the re- 
“ fpeftive times above-mentioned, fiiould be allowed as a difeount for prompt 
“ payment a fum at the rate of £. 6 . per cent, per annum for fuch time as any 
“ fum fiiould be paid before the time when the fame was required to be paid; 
“ and that if any perfon who fiiould be charged with fuch additional duties in 
“ refpeft to any Vvinesin his or her pofieffion fiiould have fold or coni rafted to 
“ fell any fuch Wine, and fiiould not have delivered the fame, the buyers thereof 
fiiould not be entitled to claim the delivery of fuch Wine, without paying the 
“ additional duties which the feller fiiould have been charged with or paid 
“ for fuch Wine.” — Sometime after this Aft had patted, a doubt, we are informed, 
arofe whether a higher rate of duty than was charged on Portugal or Spanifli 
White Wine fiiould have been impofed on Spanifli Red Wines or other Wines of 
the dominion of Spain, or on Wines of the dominion of Naples and Sicily; 
in order, therefore, as we prefnme, to afford time tor fettling that, point, it. was 

provided 
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provided in the fame Scffion, by 44th Geo. III. c. 103. feci. 2 6, That from and 
after the 10th of July 1804, it fliould be lawful for any perfon chargeable with the 
additional duty of, £.16. 19. 8. iuipofed on fuch lad-mentioned Wines, to give 
fecurity by bond fop the payment on 25th June 1805, of the fum 0^.7° on 
every tun of fuch Wine for which they fliould be chargeable, as and in part of 
the faid additional duty of £. 16. 19. 8. And by 45th Geo. III. c. 18. feed. 44. 
it is declared to be expedient, that fuch bonds fliould be cancelled without pay- 
ment of the fum of £. 7. per tun, and it is directed that they fliould he cancelled 
accordingly, and that fuch bonds fliould he utterly void ; and the principal or 
furety who had entered into the fame fliould be difcharged therefrom and from 
the payment of fuch fum of £."]. per tun, as if it had never been impufed on 
fuch Wines. 

It appears from, the Report of Mr. Paul Dawfon, the Surveyor General before 
referred to, that the Exeife Duties charged on Wines in the year 1804, in the 
diflriC. of Dublin, amounted to £. 30,807. of which a fum of £. 15,084. 15. fif. 
has been returned to us in arrear. After fome progrefs had been made in the 
collection of thefe Duties, all further payments on account thereof were it feems 
fufpended, in confe()uence, as we are informed, of its having been imagined that 
began fe the Act had not irnpofed a penalty on their non-payment, and that pay- 
raent of them could not be enforced by profccuting Informations before the Sub- 
CommuTicnors, they were not recoverable by other means. But had the Offi- 
cers of the Revenue been attentive to the di (charge of their duty, they might, bv 
preventing the removal of the Wines out of Rock, either have compelled payment 
of the duties with which they were charged, or have obliged the parties to have 
fecured them by bond, thereby fubjeCing themfelves to double duly on their 
failing to make their payments within the refpective periods preferibed by the Aft. 
Still however the Arrears are recoverable, and with cods, againft the parties by 
procefs in the Exchequer; and as the duties have been charged according to 
Returns for the moil part made by the Importers themfelves. and verified upon oath, 
we cannot conceive any defence that can be fucceffively fet up againft paying the 
duties, after the deductions we have recommended are allowed. Befides de- 
ducing the amount of the duties charged on Wines referred for private ufe, and 
on Wines appearing to have been in the King’s ftores, as we did in Rating the 
Accounts of the Arrears of 1803, we have allowed at the rate of £.7. per* tun, 
where we found Spaniih Wine, &c. charged with £. 16. 19. 8. per tun ; and in 
all cafes where anticipated payments were made, and that the difeount thereon 
•was worth confideration, we have likewife placed its amount to the credit of the 
parties. On the other hand, we have uniformly difallowed every claim of ahate- 
nunt on Account of Wines previoufly fold by any Importer, &c. but which had 
not been delivered, the AC having enabled the feller to retain the Wines until 
the purchafer had paid the duties with which they were charged. In fettling 
the Accounts of thefe Arrears, we purfued the fame courfe that we adopted in 
rcfpeC to thefe of 1803, «» Ending for the principal parties, and from the refpec- 
t ability and folvency of many of them we are perfuaded that a very confiderahle 
proportion of the turns due by them will be paid as foon as it ftiall be known that 
the charges can be legally enforced, and that they had received credit for all 
fucli allowances as they were fairly entitled to. 



ARREARS oulftanding of Wine Duties 1804: 

John Declexean : £. 134. o. 9. — The charge againft Mr. Declezeau originally 
amounted to .^.223. 19. 9. of which he paid by two different payments 
£.Sg. 19.; viz. on 25th June 1805 £.60. and on 5th September fo lowing 
£.zg. 19. neither of which payments amounted to the inftalment then due, 
leaving unpaid £.i 34. o. 9. ; from this fum we recommend that there Humid be 
deduCed £. 9. 2. 10. being the amount of the duties on 1 hhd. of Claret iu 
bottle, and 50, dozen of Port Wine, Rated in Mr. Declezeau’s return to be re- 
ferved for private ufe, and that the balance of £. 124. 17. n. only thou Id be 
now claimed. 

John Bourkc : £.45. o. 2|. — The charge againR Mr. Bourke originally 
amounted to £. 5 6, 17. 9}. of which he paid on'September 8th 1804, £.11. 17. 7. 

leaving 
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leaving £. 45. 0. 2f. unpaid, from which we propofe to deduct ,£.3. 4. 9* 
being the amount of the duties-on 1 hhd. of French Wine, ftated by him in his 
Return to have been referred for private ufe. 



E. Byrne, 11 . M ( Donnell and Co.: £. 1,380. 13. 6. — The charge in this cafe 
originally amounted to £. 1,959. 1 3- T - of which Meflrs. Byrne and Co. paid on 
£iit July 1804, ,£.378. 19. 7. and on 26th February 1807, £. 200. leaving unpaid 
,£.1,380. 13. 6. On the firft payment made by them, they are entitled to a difeount 
amounting to £. 6. 8. 6. ; but they are not entitled to any difeount on that made in 
1807, as the period at which the laft in dal men t was required by the Aft to have 
been paid had expired before that time. It appearsthat in making the Return of the 
dock of Meflrs. Byrne and Co. 1 4 butts, 5 hhds. and 350 quarter cades, which, as has 
been fatisfaftorily proved to us upon oath, really and tritly contained Spanilh 
White Wines, were entered in a printed form of the Return required to be made 
by the feveral Importers, &c. oppodte to tire word Canary, and were accordingly 
charged with a duty of £. 16. 1 9. 8. per tun, indead bf jC.g. 19- 8. It likewife 
appears, that 31 pipes of Spanitli Red Wine, part of the returned dock of this 
houfe, were charged at the rate of £. 16. 19.. 8. per tun, and as containing 148 
gallons each pipe; whereas it has been proved to us upon oath, that they did not 
contain on an average more than 136 gallons per pipe, making an overcharge of 
duty on 372 gallons. Under thefe circumdances therefore Meflrs. E. Byrne, 
R. M‘ Donndl and Co. are entitled to the following deductions and allowances ; 



Overcharged duty £. 7 . Britifli per tun"! Britifli. 
on 13,104 gallons Spanilh White Wine ><£. 364 o 
returned erroneoufly as Canaiy - -) 

Overcharged duty at £.16. 19. 8.1 
Britilh per ton on 372 gallons Spanilh > 25 1 

Red - - - - - - -) 

Abatement of £. 7. Britifli per tun on > „ 

4,276 gallons Spanilh Red - - 11 Iy 

Difeount on anticipated payments - 



Irifh. 

o at par ,£.394 6 8 

5 a 7 3 3 ? 

6| 128 13 6 

- 6 8 6 



Total to be allowed 
Balance due by Meflrs. Byrne and Co 



-556. 11 1 if 
-#24 1 6f 

£. 1,380 13 6 



Jos. Callanan : £. 2,404. 18. n|. — This fum is the amount of the duties 
'charged on the ltock of Wines of Jos. Callanan, ftated in the Return made thereof 
by Jos. Egan his Clerk, to be on 1 oth July 1804, in his private ftorcs and in the 
King’s ftores, without diftinguilhing the quantity of Wines in either of them. 
By the Storekeeper’s Return it appears, that Jofepli Callanan had not any Wines 
in the King’s ftores on that day. We wrote to Mr. Callanan, requiring his 
attendance, and informing him, that it was defired for the purpofc of his fluting 
to us the particulars of the Wines he had in the King’s ftores on the iotli July 
1804; but Mr. Callanan did not think proper either to appear.of to give ns the 
information we required. We' cannot therefore without further evidence rplieve 
him from any part of this charge. But we are of opinion that the Ejscife duties 
fhould be deducted on any Wines which Mr. Callanan can prove heghad in the 
King’s ftores on the 10th July 1804, and which had afterwards paid the additional 
Cuftom duties. 

J. S. Cramoell : £. 32. 16. n. — The charge ^ again ft Mr. Cranwell was made 
according to his own return ; hut having ftated to us upon oath, that he became a 
bankrupt in the month of February 1 806, and that a final dividend has been 
made of his property about fix weeks finc,e, and that he is not now in any bufinefs 
on his own account, hut afting in the employment of another perfoh; we 
recommend that this charge fliould be placed on the Infolvent Lift. 

Fra' Cajlro : £.22. 6. 2f. — For the fame reafons we have given in refpeft to 
the arrear due by this Dealer, on account of the Wine duties of 1803, we 
recommend this. charge to be likewife placed 011 the Infolvent Lift. 

234. F f John 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



(Ireland,)— Tenth REPORT or the COMMISSIONERS [Arrears & 

In this cafe the charge originally 
- <£.284 4 

r 59 2 9 



John and Tho* Fuller : £. 125. 1. u|. 

amounted to 

Of which Meflrs. Fuller paid 

Leaving unpaid - - - £.125 x n| 

On examining the Officers Voucher we find, that in making up the charge on 
Meflrs. Fuller, he had committed the following errors ; viz. 

432 bottles of French Wine are charged as containing 132 gallons, whereas 
13 bottles appearing to have been ufually taken as containing 3 gallons ; 432 
bottles ought to have been Hated at 99 gallons, and the duty thereon 
£. 4. 13. x 1. inftead of £.6. 5. 24. ; the difference being - -£i n 

1 9 pipes, 2 hhds. and 2,912 bottles of Portugal Wine are charged 
as containing 5,726 gallons; whereas at the ufual rates of 146 gal- 
lons each pipe, 70 gallons each hhd. and 13 bottles to 3 gallons, the 
quantity charged fliould have been 3,586 gallons, and the duty 
thereon £. 142. 1. 4. inftead of £. 226. 16. ioj.; difference 
273 bottles of Madeira are charged as containing 336 gallons; 
whereas the quantity charged ought to have been 63 gallons, accord- 
ing to the rate already mentioned, and the duty thereon £. 2. q. cf. 
inftead of £. 1 3. 3. 8.; difference 

852 bottles of Spanifh Wine charged as containing- 406 gallons, 
whereas the quantity charged ought to have been io~6 gallons, and 
the duty thereon £, 7. 15. 3 f, inftead of £. 16. 1. 8.; difference - 



3i 



84 15 6f 



10 ?4 



8 6 



Total Britifh - 
Making at par Irifh 



- <£■ 10 5 7 5 - 

- £. 114 3 84 



Betides an allowance on account of thefe overcharges Meflrs. Fuller are entitled, 
under the proviftons of the Aft, to a difeount at the rate of £. 6. per cent, per 
annum on account of the fums paid by them before the feveral periods fixed by 
the Act for that purpofe; and it appears that they paid, on 20th July 1804, 
X-J28. o. 3. ; and' on the 20th of June 1805, ,£.'31. 2. 6.; the difeount on 
tneie payments together amount to £. 5 . 15. 54. ; giving Meffrs. Fuller therefore 
ci edit. tor the payments they have made, the difeount thereon, and for the above- 
mentioned overcharges, the Account will Hand thus : 

Paid on account £izq 2 a 

Difeount - - . . r 

Overcharges - - - - . 



5 . 

114 3 



5* 



Balance due - 
Original charge 



279 



1 

2 9 i 



-£. 284 4 8£ 



r f r £■**>■ ”• 6{— The cb«*e on MeflH 

F,tz-Gera!d nn.l Co. or.gu.nlly amounted to £. 266. j. loi . of which they paid 
on 3.8 Auguft and .ft September . 804, a fan, of £. IO , .6. 3 f. which win* 
equal to the ftrft mftaiment payable by then, on 29th of that month, leaving 
unpatd u. 6*. Mr. l-itz-Gerald dated at the foot ofhis Return, that he 

had m Ins ftore one ptpeand 41 dozen . of Port Wine, which had been, prior to ,oth 
Inly 1 804, fold to fundry perfous. The Officer did not include thefe Wines in 
Ins charge, though he ought to have done fo ; there does not therefore appear 

be difputed™ UP011 ICh " ****** of thc bahace b y this houfe can 
f: f 9 aV fZ : ~' 323 ' ' 5 ; Mr. Gallway, Auguft 2d, 1804, returned 

as his flock of Wines on i oth July 1804. 1 

3 hhdsi and. 320 bottles French Wine ) In his (tore No. 21, Cranipton- 
20 pipes and 1,400 do. Portugal Wide j Quay. 1 

andat the foot of his Return Hated that 30 pipes of Port Wine had come into his 
potleihon fince that day, on which the Excite duty had been paid at Waterford, 

and 
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and that he had in the King’s ft ores 100 hhds. of Claret befides Port. He alfo 
Hated, “ that the three hhds, of Claret, befides the bottled Wine, were for his own 
ufe.” The Officer charged Mr. Gallway on the whole contents of his Return, the 
duties on which amounted to £.664. 7. 8. of which he paid £340. 12. 6. 
being the exaCl amount of the duties chargeable on the Wines Hated to have been 
in the (lore. No. x, Crampton-Ciuay, and on the 30 pipes of Port received from 
Waterford, and Hated to have paid the Excife duties thereon ; which Hatement 
it is prefumed Mr. Gallway could not afterwards fupport. The balance of 
£. 323. 15. 2. returned as in arrcar, is equal to the duties chargeable on the 100 
hhds of Claret, which Mr. Gailway Hated he had in the King’s ftores: with 
refpeft to which it appears, from a Return tranfmitted to us by the Com miffi oners 
of Cufloms, that Mr. Gallway had in the King’s fiores on 10th July 1804, 100 
hhds. of Claret, the duties on which were paid March and April 1805, and April 
1807. Wc are therefore of opinion that Mr. Galhvay fliould be difeharged of the 
above balance. 

Hugh Skeys : £. 32. i.q|. — T he charge on Mr. S keys, who died in iufolvcnt 
circumHances, ought to be placed on the Infolvent Lid. 

Ralph Shaxo : £.. icb'. 5. 4$. — The charge on Mr. Shaw originally amounted 
to .£. 258. 17. 6 £., of which he paid, on the r 2ad of October 1804, £. 152. 12.2. 
leaving unpaid £. 1 06. 5. 4|. The Officer charged Mr. Shaw with duty on 
ten butts and five quarter calks of Spaniih White Wine ; whereas the quantity in 
Mr. Shaw’s Return was five butts, five hhds. and five quarter- caflcs of Span if h 
White Wine, being an overcharge of 390 gallons, computing the butts at 148 
gallons, and the hoglheads at 70 gallons each ; the duty charged on the 390 
gallons amounted to £. 16. 14. 9. Irifli, which with £. 2. 9. 4 the amount of 
the difepunt on Mr. Shaw’s anticipated payment ; wc are of opinion fhould be 
deducted, and the balance only now claimed. 

Matt™ Maguire : £. 59. 1. 1. — The charge on Mr. Maguire’s Hock originally 
amounted to £.68, 17. 5 1. of which he, paid <£.,9. 16. 4!. leaving unpaid 
£.59. 1. 1. k appears that the Officer included in his charge 43 quarter cades 
of Spanifh Wines, Hated by Mr. Mgguire. in his, Return “ to have been received 
“ between the 10th and 31ft of Jgly ( -i 804, all Cufiomsand Excife paid thereon 
<c by William Stewart Hamilton, on 20th July lafl, per the Speedwell, from 
“ Guernfey;” and having called for a copy of the entry fo Hated to have been 
made by Mr. Hamilton, we found that on 20th July 1S04, he entered 50 quarter 
calks of Spaniih White Wines imported by the veflcl above-mentioned, and paid 
all the CuHom duties then payable thereon. The Excife duties on thefe 43 
quarter calks amounted to £. 62. 14. 11. ; we are therefore of opinion, that the 
fum returned as in arrear ought to be Hruck 'out of the Account as an erroneous 
charge] 

John Kelly: £. 33. 7. 6. — The charge on Mr. Kelly’s Hock originally 
amounted to £.268. 15. 5. of which he paid,; on the 2 iff July 1804, the fum of 
£.235:7. 11., leaving unpaid £. 33. 7. 6. 'On the anticipated payments made 
by Mr. Kelly, who is dead, his reprefeutatives are entitled to an allowance of 
£vio. 1. 1 1|. which ought to be deducted from the fum returned in arrear, and 
the balance only claimed. > 

Rob' Alexander, junior : £.60. 4. 8. — The charge in this- cafe originally 
amounted to £100. 18. 3. of which Mr. Alexander paid, on 2cth July 1804, 
£. 40. 13. 7. leaving unpaid £.60. 4. -8. ; from this fum -we propofe to deduct 
£.5. 16. 9. being the difference between the duties on i 9^ gallons of Wine, which 
the Officer charged as Spaniih Red, but which Mr. Alexander Hates to have 
been Spaniih White Wine; and alfo a fum of 18. 1 1 4 . being' the amount of the 
difeount Mr. Alexander is entitled to on his anticipated pay merits. 

Rich 11 Cooke: £. 374. 17. 1.— The charge on Mr. Cooke originally amounted 
to £'.,404. 16. 4. of which he paid, on 20th July *804', £. 29. 19. 3. Mr. Cooke, 
in his affidavit Hated, “ that there were fix pipes of Port Wine, exclufive of thofe 
“ mentioned in his Return, which he had purchafed fince the palling of the A Cl 
,c from Leland CroHhwaite, merchant ; which Air. CrqHhwaite informed him he 
“ had included in his Return as fold to Richard Cooke;” he alfo frated, “ that 
“ he had veferved,for his private ufe, and which were not included in his Return, 

“ 109! 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




.114 (Ireland.)— Tenth REPORT of the COMMISSIONERS [Arrears & 
109 dozen of Port Wine, 12 dozen French Wine, and two dozen Spanilh White 
“ Wine.” The Officer in charging Mr. Cooke did not include any part of the 
Wines particularly referred to in his affidavit ; but he charged duty on 1,219 gallons 
*>f Spanilh Wines at the rate of £. 16. 19. 8. Britilh per tun. Mr. Cookers 
Return not diftinguifhing whether the Spaniffi Wines-mentioned-in it were Red or 
White i in either cafe, however, he is entitled to an allowance as for an over- 
charge, at the Tate of £.7. Britiffi per tun, amounting to £. 36. 13. 8. Irifh ; 
which with a difcount of 7 s. on his anticipated payment, we propoi’e to deduct 
from the fum returned in arrear, and that the balance thould be only now 
claimed. 



John Walfh : £.51. 5. 6;f. — From the charge on Mr. Walffi wepropofeto 
deduaX.9. 7 - 5 - being the amount of the duties charged on 1 pipe of Port, 1 
hhd. of Claret, and 1 dozen of Champaigue, ftated by Mr. Walfh at the foot of 
his Return as referved for private ufe. 

U/lier andfVoodriffe: £.22. 7. of.— From the’ charge againft thefe Dealers 
ought to be deducted 16.?. 8d. being the amount of the duties on 20 gallons of 
Sherry Wine, ftated in their Return to be referved for private ufe, and £. 8. 7. 1 1 . 
"being at the rate of £. 7. Britilh per tun, the amount in Irilh -money to be 
.-allowed on 279 gallons of Spanilh Wine, which had been charged at the rate of 
£. 16. 19. 8. Britilh per tun. 

Richard Wilfon : £. 58. 15. 5.— No part of the charge made on Mr. Wilfon 
has been paid. Having, at our defire, attended this Board, he ftated upon oath, 
that his alfairs became embarrafied in the year 1808, and that a connniffion of 
bankruptcy was iffued againft him, but which being afterwards fupeffeded, his 
creditors accepted of a competition of 7s. 6d. in the pound ; that had the amount 
of thefe duties on his ftock of Wines been demanded from him when they were 
impofed he could have paid them, but that now he is unable to do fo. Under 
thefe circumftandes we recommend the charge to be placed on thelnfolvent Lift. 

John Green : £. 4. 15. 4. — T he charge on Mr. Green originally amounted to 
£■1 65. 19. 3. of which he paid, on 5th February 1805, £. 1 6 1. 3. n. leaving- 
unpaid £.4. 15. 4. from which lhould be deduced £. 3. 2. 4. being the 
amount of the difcount Mr. Green is entitled toon account of his anticipated 
payments. 

Thomas M'jPhcrfon : £.€o. 5. 51.— ' The charge againft Mr. M'Pherfon origi- 
nally amounted to £. 64. 13. 7*. of which he paid j£. 5. 8. 1-}. leaving unpaid 
£.60. 5. 5f. From this fiun lhould be deducted £. 6. 11. 6. being the amount 
-of the' duties on 360 bottles of Portugal Wine and 120 bottles of Sherry referved 
fpr. private ufe, and -ou one hhd. of Claret, ftated by Mr. M‘Pherfon in bis Re- 
turn to be the private property of Col. Coghlan of 18th Regiment, and left at his 
ftores to be taken care of on his account, which, with the Wines for private ufe, 
was included in the Officer s oharge. 

D/nis Lr/iig : £.26. 8. .2^-.— The charge on Mr. Lyng originally amounted 
8. 2^, of which he paid, on 19th July 1804, £. 63: leaving unpaid 
£.26. S. 2\, from which ought to be. deducted £.2. 4. 8j. being the amount 
-of the difcount Mr. Lyng is entitled to on his anticipated payment. , 

U" n Taubman : £. 1 5. 7. 10. — Mr. Taubman returned that lie had in his 
cellars - - - - 684 bottles Portugal Wine 

264 D° and 1 5 gallons of Spanilh IP 

The Excife duty on which amounted to £. 9. 7. m, Mr. Taubman ftated. at 
toot oi his Return and as part of his affidavit, that “ lie had received two pipes 
“ pf Port W ine in bottle, the additional duly on which was paid the ,20th, day 
“of July by John Rainsford, as per certificate in his poUeflion.” The Officer 
included thefe two pipes in his charge, making the total - £. 241,5 9 

Of which Mr. Taubman paid - -9711 



Leaving unpaid . £. 1 3 7. 10 

the amount of the duties on the above-mentioned two pipes, and which,' we are 
of opinion, lhould beftruck oft’ as an erroneous charge. 

Fran* 
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Fran' Mills: £.2. 1. 3^. — The charge on Mr. Mills’s flock originally 
amounted to £. 59. 14. 10. of which he paid at fundry times £. 57. 13. 6^. 
leaving unpaid £. 2. 1. 3^. from which is to be deducted *£.1.3. if. being the 
amount of the difcount Mr. Mills is entitled to on his anticipated payment. 

John Gibbons: £.101. 7. — The charge on Mr. Gibbons’s flock amounted to 
,£.132. 12. of which he paid £.31. 5. leaving unpaid £. xoi. 7. Mr. Gib- 
bons ftated in his Return, as part of his flock, 3 pipes and 5 hhds. of Red 
Wine Lees, purchafed at a Rummage Sale at the Cuftom-houfe, on which no 
fluty was charged by the Officer ; but it appears that he erroneoufly charged 
with duty one quarter calk and 48 bottles of Sherry, which, from an entry made 
by Mr. Gibbons in his Return of the Wine referved by him for private ufe, the 
Officer feems to have confidered as not to have formed a part of the returned 
flock. Mr. Gibbons however ftates, that he intended to have declared by that 
entry that 1 quarter cafk of Sherry and 48 bottles of French Wine, which were 
included in his Return, and not 48 bottles of Sherry, of which he made no Return, 
not being any part of his flock, were intended for private ufe. From the arrear 
therefore due by Mr. Gibbons ihould be deduced the amount of the above over- 
charge, and alfo the duties on the Wine referved for private ufe, making together 
a fum of £. 3. 8. 9. Mr. Gibbons having lately become a bankrupt, we fug- 
gefted that proper flops Ihould be taken for claiming on his eftate the debt due to 
the Crown, which we underftand has been done, and we are informed that 
his effefts will be fully fufficient to pay all demands on the bankrupt’s eftate. 

Henry Nelis : £. 103. 2. 4. — The charge againft Mr. Nelis amounted origi- 
nally to .=£.133. o. 3f. of which he paid ,£.29. 17. n£. leaving unpaid 
£. 103. 2. 4. Mr. Nelis in the Return of his flock ftated 9 hhds. of Claret, part 
thereof, to have been purchafed at a Long Room Sale, but he admits that they 
were received into his flock on 6th July 1804, therefore they were liable to the 
additional Excife duty, and were charged accordingly. He likewife ftated, that 

2 pipes of Port, which were part of his flock, and as fuch charged with the ad- 
ditional Excife duty, had been fold by him previous to his making his Return ; 
but as they had not been delivered before the duty attached, Mr. Nelis is not 
entitled to any deduction on that account; but he is entitled to an allowance of 

3 s. 6 d. being the amount of the difcount on his anticipated payments. 

Hugh Crotkers 8f Co. : £. 120. 14. 8f. — The charge on Meflrs. Crothers and 
Co. originally amounted to ,£.724. 8. 3. of which they paid £.603. 13. 6f. ; viz. 
£. 37. 17. on the 31ft July, and £.82. 17. 8$. on the xotli December 1804; 
£. 362. 4. if. on the 2d July, and £. 120. 14. 8f. on the 3d December 1805, 
leaving unpaid £.120. 14. 8f. from which is to be deducted 8s. 8 d. being the 
amount of the difcount they are entitled to on their firfi and only anticipated 
payment. 

James Coffin: £.50. 8. 3$. — The charge on Mr. Caffin’s flock originally 
amounted to £.75. 12. 7 of which he paid, on 6th February 1805, £.25. 4. 4f. 
being only a little more than the amount of two inftalments due by him on 25th 
December preceding, leaving unpaid £.50. 8. 3f. ; from this fum we propofe 
to deduct £.8. 18. 1. being the amount in Irifh money of an overcharge, at 
the rate of £. 7. per tun Britifh on 296 gallons of Spanifh Wine, charged at the 
rate of £. 16. 19. 8. Britifh per tun, and that the balance Ihould be now 
claimed. 

Fras Long Sf Co. : £. 26. 16. 2 -}. — In this cafe the charge originally amounted 
to £.96. 16. 2f. of which Meflrs. Long paid, October ift 1804, £.70. leaving 
unpaid £.26. 16. 2f. It appears that the Officer charged duty on 6 butts of 
Spanifh White Wine, containing 888 gallons, at the rate of £. 16. 19. 8. Britifh 
per tun, being at £. 7. per tun Britifh, an overcharge of £.26. 14. 5, Irifh, are 
likewife entitled to an allowance of difcount on their anticipated payment ; they 
may therefore be difcharged of the above arrear. 

John Lind/ay: £.396. 12. n£. — The charge againft Mr. Lindfay originally 
amounted to £.901. 6. 4f. of which he paid £.504. 13. 5. leaving unpaid 
£.396. 12. iif. Mr. Lindfay ftated in his Return, that he had 32 pipes of 
Spanifh Wine and 8 butts of Lifbon in the King’s ftores, the duties on which 
were not paid. The Excife duties on thefe Wines, which were included in the 
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Officer’s -charge, amounted to the firm now remaining unpaid ; and as it appears, 
on infpefting the Storekeepers book, that Mr. Lindfay fecured all Cuftom duties 
on thefe Wines by giving his bond for the amount on 4th Anguft 1807, the above 
fum ought to be (truck out of the' Arrear Account as an erroneous charge. 

Leland Crojthivaitc : £ 66. 17. if.— The charge againft Mr. Crofthwaite 
originally amounted to £. 185. 15. if. of which he paid £\n8. 18. leaving 
unpaid £.66. 17. if. From this fum ought to be deducted £. 22. 5. 4. being 
the amount in Irifli money of the duties, at the rate of £. 7. Britifli per tun on 
740 gallons of Spanilh Red Wine, which had been charged at; the rate of 
£.16. 19. 8. Britifli per tun, and from it ihould alfo be deducted £. 5. 3. iof. 
beimr the amount of the difeount Mr. Crollhwaite is entitled to on account of his 
anticipated payments. 

W m Stamer : £. 181. 18. of. — From the charge on Mr. Stamer ought to be 
deduced £. 1 1 3. 1 1 . 1 1 f . being the amount of the duties charged by the Officer 
on 1 2 aums of Hock, 8 cafes of Champagne, 2 cafes of Burgundy, and 9 pipes 
of Port, on which Mr. Stamer dated, and it appears by the entries made by him 
at the Cuftom-houfe on 20th July 1804, that the additional duties had been 
paid. 

W m Myler : £\ 19. 3. if. — This charge ought to be placed on the Infolvent 
Lift, Mr. Myler being infolvent. 

Brent. Neville : £.75. 19. 5$. — The charge upon Mr. Neville’s ftock originally 
amounted to <£.85. 19. 5-J. of which he paid, on nth Auguft 1804, £■ io- 
leaving unpaid £.75. 19. 55. From this fum we propofe to deduft £. 6. 4. 5f. 
being the amount of the duty charged by the Officer on 1 pipe of Port Wine, 
dated by Mr. Neville in his Return to be referved for private ufe, and alfo 
£.\\. 3. 10. being the amount of the duties in Irilh money, at £. 7. Britifli per 
tun on 372 gallons of Spanifli White Wines, which were charged as Spanilh Red 
Wines at the rate of £’.16. 19. 8. per tun. 

Thomas Brozvn : £.4. 14. 7 i . — The charge in this cafe originally amounted 
to £. 80. 18. 9I. ; of which Mr. Brown paid at fundry times £. 76. 4. 2. leaving 
^unpaid £1.4. 14. 73. ; from which is to be deducted £.2. 15. 9$. for difeount 
on his anticipated payments. 

Josh Morris : ,£.18. 16. 2f. — From the charge againft Mr. Morris we pronofe 
to deduft 1 9 .s-. 3 d. being the amount of the duties charged on 120 bottles of Port 
Wine and 120 bottles of Spanifli Wine, dated by him in his Return to be referved 
for private ufe. 

Uicy Connor : £. 535. 1. 5f. — From the charge on Mr. Connor ought to he 
deduced £-7,7- 17. 8 . being the amount in Irifli money of an overcharge at the 
rate of £.7. Britifli per tun on 1,259 gallons of Spanilh White Wine charged as 
Spanifli Red Wine, at £.16. 19. 8. Britifli per tun. 

Sand Figges: £.2. 3. iof. — The charge againft. Mr. Figges originally 
amounted to £: 32. 5. ill. of which lie paid, on iothJuly 1804, X30. 2. 1. 
leaving unpaid £. 2. 3. icf. ; from which fliould be deduced £.1. 8. 4 1. being 
the amount of the difeount he was entitled to on his anticipated payment. 

Denis Connor: £. 191. 12. 8f. — Denis Connor fometime fince went to the 
Welt Indies, where he now is, and we cannot find that he is pofl'efied of any 
property that is attachable in this country; we therefore recommend this charge 
to be placed on the Infolvent Lift. 

George Dixon: £.90. 13. 4’. — The charge on Mr. Dixon originally 
amounted to £.119. 13. nj. of which he paid, on 21ft July 1804, £.29. o. 7. 
leaving unpaid £-90. 13. 4L ; from which fliould be deducted 9^. 2 id. the 
amount of the difeount on his anticipated payment. 

John Hendrick ; £. 3- 10. 3*. — From this fum, which is the balance due by 
.Mr. Hendrick, arifing from his having paid the charge made up againft him in 
Britifli money, as if it had been charged in Irilh money, is to be deducted the 
difeount on his anticipated payment, amounting to£.i. 17. 9. 

Andrew Ennis: £.10. 6. if. — Mr. Ennis is entitled to an allowance of 
£.1. 16. 11. being the amount of the duty charged on 36 gallons of French 
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Wine, Gated in his Return to be referved for private ufe ; lie is alfo entitled to an 
allowance of if. 9. 16. 2. being the amount of the duties in Iriffi money at the 
rate of £. 7 . Britifh per tun on 326 gallons of Spanish Wine, the duty on which 
the Officer charged at £. 16. 19. 8. "Britifh per tun } the above fum ought there- 
fore to be ft ruck out of the Arrear Account. 

James Ihjan : £.558. c. t —The charge on Mr. Ryan originally amounted 
to ,£.569. o. 7. of which he paid £.\\. leaving unpaid £.558. °- 1 • Tt 
appears that the Officer charged duty on 6,660 gallons of Spanilh Red Wine, at 
the rate of £. 16. 19. 8. Britifh per tun. Mr. Ryan is therefore entitled to an 
abatement of fuch duty at the rate of £. 7. Britifh per tun, which in Irifh 
money amounts to £.200. 8. 4. He is alfo entitled to an abatement of 
£.11. 1. ii- being the amount of the duties charged on 4 hhds. of Claret, 1 
hhd- of Port, 100 bottles of Claret, 600 bottles of Port, 120 bottles of Madeira, 

120 bottles of Spanilh White Wine, and 96 bottles of Rhcnilh V. ine, Hated by 
him in his Return as intended for private ufe ; thefe two fmns making together 
£. 227. 10. 3. ; we propofe fhould be deducted from the arrear returned as due 
by Mr. Ryan, and that the balance amounting to £. 330. 10. 4. fhould be only 
claimed. 

Simon Tight : £.82. 15. 11.— In this cafe the charge originally amounted to 
£.123. 5. 5. of which he paid, 9th July 1805, ,£.40. 9. 6. leaving unpaid 
£.82. 15. 11.; from which ought to be deduced £.17. 16. 3. being the 
amount of the duties in Irifh money at £. 7. per tun on 592 gallons Spanilh Red 
Wine, charged at the rate of £. 16. 19. 8. per tun. Mr.Tighe is not entitled 
to any allowance for difeount, as the payment made by him was not equal to the 
inflalment then due. 

Thomas Shaw: £.18. 17. 5.— The charge in this cafe appears to have been 
made on 2 pipes and 2 hhds. of Port Wine ; that had been lold to Mr. Robert 
Shaw previous to the additional duty having been impofed, and were not then in 
the pofl'effion of the Dealer, but in the ftore of another perfon, under however 
his care on account of the Purchafer. Under thefe circumftances we are of 
opinion, that the charge ought to be abated. 

Chrifi" Rafferty: £■ 190. 5. 1 f.-r-This is the amount of the original charge 
made on Mr. Rafferty. In his Return he Hated, that three pipes of Port were 
not his property, but as we prefume they had been fold by liim, though not 
delivered, he is not entitled to any abatement of the charge made againH him 
on that account: Mr. Rafferty is dead. The fum in arrear fhould therefore be 
demanded from his reprefentatives. 

Macartney SC Kenny: £. 179. 13- 8 I.— Thefe Dealers Hate a part of the 
Wines returned by them as their flock on 10th July 1804, to have been previoufly 
fold, but as we do not confider them entitled to any abatement on that account, 
they are liable to pay the whole amount of the charge made againH them. 

Pat. Deafe: £.S8. 3. 9*. — This charge originally amounted to £.105. 16. 54. 
of which Mr. Deafe paid £.17. 12. 8. being the amount of one inftalment, 
leaving unpaid ,£.88. 3. 94. We underfland that Mr. Deafe’s circumftances 
are under fuch embarrnfl’ment as to induce us to recommend this arrear to be 
placed on the Infolvent Lift. 

Rob 1 Henry French : ,£.403. 4. 3 L— The charge on Mr. French originally 
amounted to £. 806. 8. 4*. of which he paid at lundry times, £■ 4°3‘ 4 - I# 
leaving unpaid <£-403. 4. 3L from this fum is to be deduced, £. 1. 2. 44. the 
amount of the difeount on his anticipated payments. 

John Rainsford: £.371. 7- 1 l - — This charge originally amounted to 
£. 389. 5. 8 i. of which Mr. Rainsford paid, on the 21H July 1804, £. 17. 18. 7. 
leaving unpaid, £.371. 7- 1 1- from which fhould be deducted, 4*. o\d. being 
the difeount on his anticipated payment. 

James Conroy: £.283. 3. 3 4.— Mr. Conroy Hated in his Return, that he had 
in his pofieffion two pipes of Port Wine, two hogfheads of Claret, and one hhd. of 
Port, which had been fold to fundry perfons previous to 10th July 1804, the 
duties on thefe Wines were charged by the Officer, on account of which Mr. 

Conroy 
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Conroy is not entitled to any abatement, and therefore we confider him liable to 
pay the whole amount of the charge returned againft him. 

Chrijl r Rigney: <£.93. 6. 9. — Mr. Rigney dated, that one pipe of Port, and 
one hhd. of Claret, returned by him as part of his dock, had been fold and paid 
for 1 2 months before the duty was impofed ; he is not however entitled to any 
abatement on that account. 

Matt w Bathurjt: £.92. 11. — The charge made agreeably to the Merchant’s 
Return. Mr. Bathurft dated, that five pipes of the Port Wine he returned, were 
bought at a Rummage Sale in Cuftom-houfe fibres; thefe five pipes the Officer 
included in his charge, which originally amounted to £’.103. 7. 3 \. of which 
was paid £.10. 16. 3§. leaving unpaid, £.92. 11. Mr. Bathurft ftates, that 
the five pipes of Port Wine bought at the Rummage Sale, were in the Cuftom- 
houfe ftores at the time that he made his Return, that thev were of a very in- 
different quality, and purchafed by him free of all duties. We are of opinion, 
that a dedu6tion lhould be made of the Excife duty charged on thefe five pipes, 
amounting to £.31. 6. 6. Irilli, and of 2 s, 2 d. difcount on anticipated pay- 
ment, and the balance only now claimed. 

James SC John Hamilton: £.388. 14. 14.— The charge againft Meffrs. Hamil- 
ton originally amounted to £.488. 14. if. of which they paid £. 1 00. ; viz. 
£.50. on the 2 ift July, and £. 50. on the 20th Oftober 1804, leaving unpaid 
£.388. 14. if. From this fum we propofe to deduft £. 17. o. 3. being the 
amount of the duties charged on 100 dozen of Portugal Wine, xo dozen of 
Spa ni fn Wine, 24 dozen of French Wine, and 5 dozen of Madeira, ftated in their 
Return to have been referved for private ufe, and alfo i6,r. if d. being the 
amount of the difcount they are entitled to on their anticipated payments. 

IV" Stewart Hamilton : £.84. 18. o|— The charge on Mr. Hamilton origi- 
nally amounted to £. 484. 8. of. ot which he paid at fundry times £. 399. 10. 
leaving unpaid £.84. 18. of.: from this fum is to be deducted £.9. 9. 44. 
being the amount of difcount he is entitled to on his anticipated payment. Mr. 
Hamilton ftated at the foot of his Return that 6 butts, 10 quarter-calks of Spanifh 
Wine, and iohhds. of French Wine had come into his poffefiion fince 10th July 
1804, and that he had in the King’s ftores 28 hhds. French Wines, and 30 butts 
10 hhds. and 20 quarter-calks Spanifh Wine. No part of thefe Wines were in- 
cluded by the Officer in his charge. 

Dan. Kinahan : £. 712. 19. 10. — The charge on Mr. Kinahan’s ftock origi- 
nally amounted to £. 1,411. 19. 9 f. of which Mr. Kinahan paid £. 698. 19. nf. 
viz. £. 269. 4. 11. on the 21ft July 1804, and £. 429. 15. of. on the 20th Fe- 
bruary 1805, leaving unpaid £.712. 19. 10.: from which fum we propofe to 
deduct £. 54. being the amount of the duties charged on 8 hhds. of Claret, 4 
pipes of Port, and 20 dozen White Wine, ftated by him in his Return as referved 
for private ufe, and alfo £. 5. 6. 8. being the amount of the difcount to be allowed 
him on his anticipated payments. 

John Carleton SC Co. : £. 60. 3. 8|. — The charge on Meffrs. Carleton and 
Co. originally amounted to £. 557. 8. 3!. of which they paid, on 21ft July 1804, 
£. 497. 4. 7. and were therefore entitled to a difcount of £. 21. 16. 9 {. which 
fum ought to be deducted from the amount returned in arrear. 

Sneijd SC Blackwoods : £. 546- 5 - 5 -' — This is the fum originally charged on 
Meffrs. Sneyd and Blackwoods, in which the Officer omitted to include, without 
any apparent reafon for his fo doing, the duties on 11 aums and 1,981 bottles 
of Rhenifli Wine, part of their returned ftock. It alfo appears that no duty was 
charged on 220 hhds, of Claret, 170 pipes of Port, and 10 butts of Madeira, on 
which it was ftated in their Return the additional Cuftom duty had been paid on 
20th July 1804. From the copies of the entries made on that day by Meffrs. 
Sneyd and Blackwoods, we find that they paid the additional duties on the 
quantity of Claret and Madeira above-mentioned, but that they only entered and 
paid duty for i5oinfteadof 170 pipes of Port. We therefore confider, that in 
addition to the duties originally brought to charge on the ftock of Meffrs. Sneyd 
and Blackwoods, they are chargeable with £. 88. 15. 1. for the Rhenilh Wine, 
and £. 125. 6. 4. for 20 pipes of Port, making the total arrear due by them on 
account of the Wine duties of 1804, amount to £.760. 6. 10. 

George 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




Balances.] on FEES, GRATUITIES, &c. ng 

George Thompfon: £.$22. 5. 1 — The charge on Mr. Thompfon originally 
amounted to £.392. 5. x. of which lie paid <£.70; viz. on 23d November 
1S04, ,£.40. and on 13th December following, <£.30. exceeding by only a 
trifling fum, the inftalment due 29th September preceding, and leaving unpaid 
£.322. 5. 1. 

James Courtney: £.78. 14. 10 1. — The charge on Mr. Courtney originally 
amounted to £. 89. 11. 2. of which he paid on 17th September 1805, 
£.10. 16. 3f. leaving unpaid ,£.78. 14. 10 f. it appears that previous to the 
10th July 1804, he had fold 20 dozen Port Wine and 16 dozen Sherry, but we 
do not confider him entitled to any abatement on that account. 

Hugh Holmes fif C°: =£.341. 18. 8. — The charge on the flock of this houfe 
originally amounted to ,£.424. 14. nf> of which they paid £.82. 16. 3 
viz. on 23d Auguft 1804, £. 10. 16. 32. and on 4th October following, £.72. 
leaving unpaid, £. 341. 18. 8. from this fum we propofe to deduct £. 12. 10. 7. 
being the amount of the duties charged on two pipes of Port Wine, dated in 
their Return to be referved for private life, and 5 s. o Id. being the difeounton 
their anticipated payments. 

Thomas Hunt: £.24. 10. 10 §. — From the charge on Mr. Hunt, we likewife 
propofe to dedutt the duties amounting to £.7. 15. 9- charged on 17.4 quarts 
and 138 pints of Claret, 565 bottles of Port, and 42 bottles of Sherry, ftated by 
him in his Return to be referved for private ufe. 

JV n Faulkner: £.55. it. it. — The charge on Mr. Faulkner originally 
amounted to £.61. o. of. Of which he paid £.5. 8. if. leaving unpaid 
£.55. 11. 11. 

W»Boyd: £. 75. 5 4L) Two charges appear to have been made on the 
D 0 154. 10 2. 5 flock of Mr. Boyd, one to the amount of 
£.157. 17. 3I. and the other to the amount of £.219. 18. cp the former of 
which we find to have been the true charge ; the latter having been made, we 
prefume, by miftake, as Mr. Boyd made only one Return, and he ftates that 
there was no other perfon of his name refiding or having ftores in the Diftrict in 
which he was charged. Mr. Boyd, on 21ft July 1804, paid £.82. 11. 11. and 
ift November following £.65. 8. 7. leaving unpaid £.9. 16. 9?., from this 
fum fliould be deduced £.5. 13. 1 of: being the amount of the difeount he is 
entitled to on his anticipated payments, and allowing Mr. Boyd for the amount 
of the duties overcharged on his flock of Spanifli Wines, the balance then due 
would be overpaid. The feveral fums therefore returned in arrear againft Mr. 
Boyd fliould be ftruck ©ut of the Account. 

Sir John Ferns : £. 165. 6. 2f. — In this cafe the charge originally amounted 
to £.232. 18. 1. of which Sir John Ferns paid at fundry times £.67. 11. iofk 
leavingunpaid £. 165. 6. 2f. The difeount on his anticipated payments amounts 
only to 2 v. 4 d. 

MeJJrs. Roe Franklin : £.16. 11. 3?. — The charge on Meflrs. Roe and 
Franklin originally amounted to £.234. 8. of. of which they paid, on 21ft 
July 1804, £.217. 16. 9. leavingunpaid £.16. 11. 3 f. from which- fliould 'be 
deducted £.9. 18. 5. being the amount of the difeount they are entitled to on 
account of their anticipated payments. 

Sam! Kyle : £.4. 5. 2 — The charge on Mr. Kyle originally amounted to 
£.31. 5. iof., of which he paid, on 20th October 1804, £.27. o. 8f., leaving 
unpaid £.4. 5. 2 f. from which fliould be deduced gs.,$\d. being the amount 
of the difeount he is entitled to on account of his anticipated payments. 

Tho* L. Card: £. 82. 13. 6f . — From this fum fliould be deducted £. 17. 14. 3. 
being at £.7. Britifli per tun, the amount in Irifli money to be allowed on 572 
gallons of Spanifli w ine, which had been charged at the rate of £.16. 19. 8. 
Britifli per tun ; the remainder of this charge may be placed on the Infolvent Lift, 
Mr. (>ard having become bankrupt. 

Nugent S( Nangle : £. 953.. 15. 6. — This is the amount of the duties originally 
charged on Nugent and Nangle, from which fliould be deducted £. 129, 10. 4. 
being at the rate of £. 7. Britilh per tun ; the amount in Irifli money to be allowed 
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to them on 4.304 gallons of Spanifh Wine, which had been charged at the rate of 
£. 16. 19. .8. Britifh, per tun. 

White Sf Kenvin: £. 6 . 8. 4J, — The charge in this cafe originally amounted 
to £. 19. x. 2|., of which White and Kerwin paid at fund ry times £. 12. 12. io|. 
leaving unpaid the above fum, from which fhouid be deduced £. 2. o. 11 bein" 1 
at the rate of £. 7. Britifh per tun; the amount in Irifli money to be allowed 
them on 68 gallons of Spanifh Wine, which had been charged at the rate of 
£.16. 19. 8. Britifh per tun. 

Finlatcs’ Clements : £. 4. 17. .4. — This Dealer is alfo entitled to a definition of 
£■ 3. x y. 2 f. being at the rate of £.7. Britiflx per tun; the amount in Infix 
money to be allowed on 120 gallons of Spanifh Wine, winch had been charged 
with duty at £.16. xg. 8. Britifh per tun. 

Jos* Cahill: £. 25. o. 1 if. — Mr. Cahill appears to have paid, on account of 
' the original charge agai nil him,afumof £.4. 1. 3., leaving unpaid £. 25. 0. nf.- 
from which fhould be deduited £.2. 1.6. being at £.7. Bririfh per tan; the 
amount in Irifli money to be allowed him on 69 gallons of Spanifh Wine, which. 
.. had been charged at the rate of £. 16. 19. 8. Britifh per tun. 



From the Charges on the following Dealers, we do not find grounds for 
making any Dedu&ion. 





£ 


s. 


d. 


William DiHon - - 


- 5 Z 


2 


if 


Arthur Darley - - 


- 10 


8 


if 


Ebenezer Dix - - - 


- 60 


2 


5 f 


Thomas Kelly - - 


- 5 


*7 


5 i 


David Courtney - - 


- 69 


6 


3 


John Langan - 


- 10 


5 


9 i 


Bernard Murray - - 


- 24 


1 1 


9 i 


George Cooke - - 


- 6 7 


1 


3 i 


David Kelly - - - 


- 4 


1 1 


10 


William Logan - - 


- 6 


10 


5 i- 


George Cooper - - 


- 7 


2 




John Carr - - - 


- 37 


8 


Qi 


Martin and Ormfby [- 


- r88 


8 


bf- 


Patrick Murphy - - 


2 


1 


4 


James Smith - 


- 10 


4 


4 i 


Charles Smith - - - 


- 34 


ib 


5 f 





£. 


s. 


d. 


Francis Nolan - - 


- 78 






Jeremiah Jones - - 
Thomas James - - 


2 

* 34 


3 

10 


9 


William Agar - - - 


1 


x8 




E. Hyland - - - - 


- 7 . 


16 




E. Dempfey - 




7 




Benjamin Gault - - 


- 16 


2 


io 


Anthony Carroll - - 


- 87 




if 


i homas Rogers - - 


" S 9 


13 




Robert Coghlan - - 




10 


bf 


Walter Devereaux 


- 6 






Martha Turner - - 


- 8 


18 


8 


John Gammon - - 


- 6 


16 


if 


Edward Hay - - - 


r 






Pat. Reigh - - - - 


- 33 


12 


1 1 



ABSTRACT of the Arrears of the Excife Wine Duties of 1804; diftinguifljed 
under the refpeftive Heads of Infolvent, Abated, and Recoverable. 



NAMES. 


Sums returned in 


Sums deemed 
Infolvent. 


Sums abated as _ , 

.erroneonflj Sums depmcd 

charged or allowed Recoverable, 

on other grounds. J 




£■ *• d. 


£ s. cl. 


£• s. 4 . 


£■ *■ d. 


John Duclezeau • 


134 — 9 




9 2 10 




John Bourke - 


45 — 


- . . 






E. Bvrne, R. M'Donnell &. Co. 


1.380 13 6 


... 




824 1 6| 


Jofeph Callanan - 


•2,404 18 nf 


... 






J. S. Cranwell - 


32 16 11 









Francis Caftro ... 


22 6 2 J 









John and Thomas Fuller 


125 1 Ilf 


- 


119 19 2 




J. W. HUgerald - 


255 >1 


. 


. . 




D. M. Gallway - 


323 15 2 


. 






Hugh Skeys - 


32 1 93 









Ralph Shaw - 


106 5 4$ 








Matthew Maguire 


59 1 1 


... 






John Kelly - 


33 7 6 


... 






Robert Alexander, jun. - 


60 4 8 


. . . 1 


6 15 8f 




Richard Cooke ... 


374 17 7 




37 — S 




John Walfh - - - 


51 5 


.... 






Ufher and Woodriffe 


22 7 — f 


. 






Richard Wilfon - 










John Green - 










Thomas M c rherfon 




. 


6 11 6 




Dennis Lyng ... 


26 8 2 j, 


- -• 


a 4 - *1 


24 3 6i 



\V.]]liam 
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William Taubman - 
Francis Mills 
John Gibbons 
Henry Nelis 

Hugh Crotliers and Co. - 
James Caflin 
Francis Long and Co. 

John Lindluy 
Leland Crofsthwaite 
William Stainer - 
William Myler 
Brent Neville 
Thomas Brown 
Jofeph Morris 
Richard Connor - 
Samuel Figgis 
Denis Connor 
George Dixon 
John Hendrick 
Andrew Ennis 
James Ryan 
Simon Tighe 
Thomas Shaw 
Chriftopher Rafferty 
Macartney and Kenny - 
Patrick Deaie 
Robert Henry French - 
John Rainsford 
John Conroy - * 

Chriftopher Rigney 
Matthew Bathurft 
James and John Hamilton 
William Stewart Hamilton 
Daniel Kinnaban - 
John Carleton and Co. - 
Sneyd and Blackwoods - 
George Thompfon - 
James Courtney - 
Hugh Holmes and Co. - 
Thomas Hunt 
William Faulkner - 
William Boyd 
D* 

Sir John Ferns 
Roe and Franklin - 
Samuel Kyle 
Thomas L. Card - 
Nugent & Naogle 
White and Kirwan 
Finlater Clements 
Jofeph Cahill 
William Dillon 
Arthur Darley 
Ebenezer Dix 
Thomas Kelly 
David Courtney - 
John Langan 
Bernard Murray - 
George Cooke 
David Kelly - 
William Logan 
George Cooper 
John Carr - 
Martin and Ormlby 
Patrick Murphy - 
John Smith 
Charles Smith 
Francis Nolan 
Jeremiah Jones 
Edward Hay 
Pat. Reigh - 
Thomas James 
William Agar 



£■ «• d. 
15 7 10 

2 » 3i 
101 7 — 
103 2 4 
120 14 8 
50 8 3 
aft 16 

396 12 11- 
66 17 1 

181 18 — 

19 3 1 
75 19 5 
4 H 7 
t8 16 2 
535 1 5 

2 3 10 
191 12 8 

00 13 4! 

3 10 34 
10 6 i£ 

558 — 7 
82 15 11 

18 17 5 
190 5 

179 13 5 4 

88 3 oi 
403 4 si- 
37i 7 *4 
283 3 3j 
93 6 9 

92 11 — 
388 14 i£ 
84 18 —I 
712 19 ie 
60 3 8J 
54 6 5 5 

322 5 1 

78 14 lof 
34* 18 8 , 

24 10 1°5 

55 n “ 
75 5 4i 
154 10 2 
165 6 2j 
16 11 3i 

4 5 2 i 
82 13 6j£ 

953 15 6 

6 8 44 

4 *7 4 

25 — u4 
5* 3 

19 8 lj 

60 2 5i 

5 *7 5 k 
69 6 3 

10 5 
24 11 9k 
67 1 3 k 
4 it 10 



8 18 1 

26 16 2$ 
396 12 Ilf 

27 9 2 1 
113 11 



10 6 ij 
227 10 3 

17 16 3 

18 17 5 



31 8 8 

17 16 44 ' 

9 9 44 

59 6 « t 

21 16 $4 

■ charge increafed ; 



75 i 4 k 
154 »° * 

— * 4 
9 »8 5 

— 9 54 
*7 H 3 

129 10 4 
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NAMES. 


Sums returned in 


Sams deemed 
Infolverit. 


Slims abated as 
| erroncouflv 

Icharde'd or allowed 
on btlier grounds. 


Sums deemed 
i Recoverable. 


E. Hyland - 


£■ f- d ■ 


£■ >■ d. 


£. s. d. 


£. s. d. 
7 16 4 


E. Dempfey 


, 7 si 


- 


- j 




Benjamin Gault - 


16 a 10 




... 


16 2 10 


Anthony Carroll - 


87 5 1 1 


- 


. 


87 5 


Thomas Rocer$ - 


99 >3 H 


- - - 


- - - 




Robert Coghlan ... 


— 10 6| 


- 


- 


— 10 64 


Walter Devereaux 


6 — 1 


... 


... 


6 — 1 


'Martha Turner - 


8 18 8 


... 


... 


8188 


John Gammon 


6 6 lj 


- - * 


. 


6 6 


£■ 


15,083 2 10J 


509 >9 3 


2,663 15 3i 


12,123 9 



RECAPITULATION. 



£■ *• '!■ 

INSOLVENT - - - - 5°9 19 3 

ABATED - - - - 2,663 l 5 3i 

RECOVERABLE - 12,123 9 

Total - - - - £■» 5,297 4 M 



Mejfrs, E. Byrne, R. Mac Donnell 8f Co. 



Intereft on - 

Then due, lft Inftalment of 
£• L409- 9- 7s- - 


^• 378 t9 7 from Qift July to 29th Sept. 1S04 - 
| 234 18 3 


Days. 

70. 


4 7 


4 \ 


Intereft on - . - , 

Then due, 2d Inftalment 


- 144 

- 234 


1 4 from Sept. 29th to Dec. 25th - - 
18 3 


87. 


2 


- 


'k 


£■ 


6 


8 


6 






Mejfrs. Fuller. 










Intereft on - 
Inftalment then due 


£.128 
- 27 


— 3 from ioth July to 29th Sept. 1804 
9 3 k 


71. 


1 


9 ioJ 


Intereft on - 
Inftalment then due 


- 100 
. 27 


jo 1 1$ from 29th Sept, to 25th December 
9 34 


87. 


1 


8 


8| 


Intereft on - - - 

■Inftalment then due 


- 73 

- 27 


1 8J from 25th Dec. to 25th March 1805 
9 3* 


90. 


1 


1 


7 


Intereft on_-. 
Inftalment then due 


■ 45 

- 27 


12 54 from 25th March to 24th June 
9 34 


9«* 




13 


6J 


Paid 20th June - 


18 

' 31 


3 2 
2 6 










Intereft on - 
Inftalment then due 


- 49 

- 27 


5 8 from 24th June to 29th Sept. - - 
9 34 


*97- 




• >5 


X 


Intereft on - 


- 21 


16 4^ from 29th Sept, to 25th Dec. 1805 


87. 


- 


6 


•i 








i- 


5 


15 


Si 






Ralph Shaw. 










1804. O&. 22d. Paid - 
Deduft 


£■ 152 
- 43 


12 2 

2 1 1 firft Inftalment due 29th Sept. 1804, 










Intereft on - 
2d Inftalment then due 


- 109 

- 43 


9 3 from 22d OS. 1804 to 25th Dec. - 
2 11 


64. 


1 


2 


n| 


Intereft on - 
3d Inftalment then due 


- 66 
- 43 


. f from 25th Dec. 1 804 to 25th 1 

2 l March 1805 - - - j 


90. 


— 


19 


6f 


Intereft on - 

4th Inftalment then due 


. 23 

' 43 


3 5 from 25th March to 24th June 


91. 


- 


6 


10J 




£■ 


2 


9 


4r 
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123 


Intereft on - 
Then payable 


John Kelli/. 

£•235 7 it from July -2 tft 1804 to Sept. 29th 

- 4+ 15 


Days. 

JO.* 


Intereft. 

£■ *■ d. 
2 14 


intereft on - 
Then payable 


- 190 12 1 from 29th Sept, to Dec. 25th - - 

- 4+ »5 to 


87. 


. 2 14 5| 


Intereft on - 

Then payable - ' - 


. C from Dec. 251b i 804 to 25th 1 

- ■« 16 3 [ March 1805 - - -} 

- 44 15 10 L 


90. 


221 


Intereft on - 
Then payable 


~ 101 — 5 from 25th March to 24th June 

- 44- '5 to 


9». 


1 10 if 


intereft on - 
Then payable 


56 4 7 from June 24th to Sept. 29th 

- 44 »5 »o 


97- 


— 17 toi 


intereft on - 


11 89 from Sept. 29th to Dec. 25th 


87. 


— 3 3i 






£■ 


10 l 1 if 




Robert Alexander. 






Intereft on - 
Then due - 


£. 40 13 7 from July 20th 1804 to 29th Sept. 
15 id 11 


7 1 - 


— 9 4 


Intereft on - 
Then due - 


24 1 6 8 from 29th Sept, to 25th Dec. 
- 15 id it 


87. 


— 7 — 


Intereft on - 


8 19 9 from 25th Dec. to 25th March 1805 


9°- 


— 2 7i 






£■ 


— 18 n| 




Richard Cooke. 






Intereft on - 

Then due, lft Inftalment 


£. 29 19 3 from July 20th 1804 to Sept. 29th 
61 7 2 


r 





John Green. 



1805. Feb. 5th. Paid - 


4. 161 


3 ' 


1 1 










Then due 


55 


6 


4 


Amount of ill and 2d Inftalment. 








Intereft on - - 


- 105 


>7 


7 


from Feb. 5th to 25th March 1805 


48. 


— 16 


7 


Then due, 3d Inftalment 


- 27 


13 


2 










Intereft on - - 


- 78 


4 


5 


from 25th March to 24th June 


91. 


1 3 


4 


Then due, 4th Inftalment 


- 27 


13 


2 










Intereft on - - 


- 50 


11 


3 


from 24th June to 2gth Sept. 


97- 


— 16 - 


— f 


Then due, 5th Inftalment 


- 27 


»3 


2 










Intereft on 


- 22 


18 

>3 


1 


from 29th Sept, to 25th Dec. - - 


S 7 . 


— 6 


4f 
























£■ 


3 2 


4 








Denis Lyng. 








Intereft on - 


£M 


_ 




from July 19th to Sept. 29th 1804 


72. 


— H 


102 


Then due, lft Inftalment 


- H 


18 


— 










Intereft on - 


- 48 


2 


— 


from Sept. 29th to Dec. 25th - - 


57 • 


— 13 


8J 


Then due, ad Inftalment 


- 14 


18 


— 










1 ntereft on - 

Then due, 3d Inftalment 


- 33 

- 14 


4 

18 


— 


f from Dec. 25th 1804 to 25th | 
\ March 1805 - j 


90. 


— 9 


9 


Intereft on - 


- 18 


6 


— 


from 25th March to 24th June 


9i- 


— 5 


4i 


Then due, 4th Inftalment 


- 14 


18 












Intereft on - 


3 


8 


- 


from 24th June to 29th Sept. 


97- 


— 














£■ 


. » 4 


Si 
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Francis Mills. 

Days. Intereft. 



1804. Sept. 29th. Due - 


£■ 9 


>9 


ji 


Amount of lft Inftalment. 




£■ 




d. 


Qd. 24th. Paid 


- 25 


- - 


- 










■Intereft on - 


15 


. , 


LOi 


from Oft. 24th to 25th Dec. 1804 - 


62. 








Then due, »d Inftalmcnt 


9 


>9 










Intereft on - 


5 


1 


9 


from 25th Dec. to lft March 1805 - 


66. 


_ 


, 




Then paid - 


- 32 


13 


bf 












Intereft on - 








from March lft to March 25U1 ' - 






„ 




Then due, 3d Inftalment 


9 


19 


if 












Intereft on - 


- 27 


16 


2 


from 251I1 March to 24th June 




_ 


8 


si 


'I hen due, 4th Inftalment 


9 


»9 


if 










Intereft on - 


- 17 


17 - 


-A 


from 24th June to 29th Sept. 


97- 


_ 




7i 


'I lien due, 5th Inftalment 


9 


»9 


j 4 








Intereft on - 


7 


17 : 


11 


from 29th Sept, to 25th Dec. 


87. 


- 


2 














£■ 


■ 


3 


>i 








Henry Nells. 










Intereft on - 


£■ 9 


19 


8 


from July 17th to Auguft 28th 1S04 


42. 


_ 


1 


4i 


1 hen paid - 


- 10 




3 










Intereft on - 


20 


15 


1 1 


from Auguft 28th to Sept. 29th 




_ 






t hen due, ill Inftalment 


22 


3 


4 




— 


— 














x -i 


1 — 


3 


6 




Mcjfrs. 


FI. Crolhers S( Co. 










Intereft on - 


£■37 


17 


_ 


from 31ft July to Sept. 29th 1804 - 


70. 





8 


S 


'I lieu fell due, lft Inftalment 


- 120 


H 


8f 










Remained' due 


- 8-2 




84 












Paid 10th Dec. 


- 82 


17 


8f 












Dec. 25th, 2d Inftal' fell due 


- 120 


H 


Sf 












1 805. March 25th, 3d In- 


f ,ao 


n. 












ltalment fell due - , - - 
















June 24th, 4th D° - D° 


- 120 


>4 


H 














362 


4 


if 












July 2d, paid 


- 3 fi 2 


4 














Sept. 29th, fell due, 5th Inftal' 120 


H 


81 












December 3d, paid 


- 120 


H 


H 












Dec. 25th, fell due, 6th Inftal' 120 


»4 


S£ 


the Arrear outftand’mg. 














Leland Crojlhzvaite. 










Intereft on - 


£. 118 


18 





from July 21ft 1804 to 29th Sept. - 


70. 


, 


7 


3 l 


Inftalment due - 


22 


5 


4 










Intereft on - 


- 96 


12 


8 


from 29th Sept, to 25th Dec. 


87. 


, 






Inftalment due - 




5 


4 










Intereft on - 
Inftalment due 


- 74 


5 


4 

4 


f from 25th Dec. 1804 to 25th f 
f March 1805 - - - j 


90. 


• 


1 


lif 


Intereft on - 




2 


_ 


from 25th March to 24th June 


91. 


_ 






Inftalment due 


- 22 


5 


4 












Intereft on - 


- 29 


16 


8 


from 24th June to 29th Sept. 


97- 


_ 


9 


4i 


Inftalment due 


- 22 


5 


4 










Intereft on - 


7 


■1 


4 


from 29th Sept, to 25th Dec. 


- 87. 


- 


2 














£■ 


5 


3 


10 i 
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Thomas Broome . 


Days. 


Intereft. 


fnterefl on - 
Then paid - 


£■ 56 
19 


15 8 from July 19th to Auguft ad 1804 - 

8 6 


H- 


[. S . d. 

— 2 


Interelt on - 

Then uue, lit Inftalment 


- 76 

- 13 


4 2 from Auguft ad to 29th Sept. - - 
9 9 


58. 


— 14 6 


Interest on - 

Then due, -id Inftalment 

Intereft on - 

Then due, 3d Inftalment 


- 52 

- 13 

- 89 

‘3 


14 5 from Sept. 29th to 25th Dec. 

9 9 

~ C from Dec. 25th 1804 to 25th) 
4 b [ March 1805 - - -J 

9 9 


87. 

90. 


— 15 — 

— 12 — 


Intereft on - 

Then due, 4th Inftalment 


- 25 

- >3 


14 11 from 25th March to 24th June 
9 9 


9 1 * 


— 7 7i 


Ii.tepeft on - - 


12 


5 ^ from 24th June to 29th Sept. 


97- 


— 4 — 


'] hen due, 5th Inftalment 


- 13 


9 9 


£■ 


2 15 92 



Samuel Figges. 



Intereft on - 


r-3» 


2 


1 


from July 10th 1804 to Sept. 29th 


81. 


— 7 


..j 


Then due, lft Inftalment 


5 


7 


8 










Intereft on - 


- 24 


H 


5 


from Sept. 29th 1804 to 25th Dec. 


87. 


— 7- 


— 


Then due, 2d Inftalment 


5 


7 




f from 25th Dec. 1804 to 25th \ 














9 


| 90- 




81 


Intereft on - 


- 19 




| March 1805 - - - j 




Then due, 3d Inftalment 


5 


7 












- 13 


9 


1 


from 25th March 1805 to 24th June 


91. 


— 4 




Then due, 4th Inftalment 


5 


7 


8 












8 


11 


5 


from 24th June 1805 to 29th Sept. 


97- 


— 2 


8| 


Then due, 5th Inftalment 


5 


7 


8 










Intereft -011 - 


3 


3 


9 


from -29th Sept. i8o5.to 25th Dec. 


87- 


— 


io§ 












£■ 


1 8 


42 



George Dixon. 





£.n - 


_ 


7 


from July 21ft to 29th Sept. 1804 


70. 1 


— 6 


7* 


Then due, lft Inftalment 


10 


19 - 


— 










Intereft on - 


9 


1 


7 


from Sept. 29th to Dec. 25th 


87. 1 


- 2 


61 


Then due, 2d Inftalment 


- 19 


19 • 






£ '\ 


— 9 










John Hendrick. 










£ -42 


3 


7 


from July aift to Sept. 29th 


70. 


— 9 


7i 


Then due, lft Inftalment 


7 


12 














- 34 


H 


! 


from 29th Sept, to 25th Dec. 1804 


87. 


— 9 


92 


Then due, 2d Inftalment 




12 


6 












26 


18 


7 


from 25th Dec. to 25th March 1805 


90. 


— 7 


10 


Then due, 3<l Inftalment 


7 


12 


0 












- 19 


6 


1 


from 25th March to 24th June 


91. 


— 5 


9 


Then due, .4th Inftalment 


7 


12 














1 1 


13 


7 


from 24th June to 23th Sept. 


97- 


— 3 


7 


Then due, 5th Inftalment 


7 


12 












Intereft on - 


4 


. 1 


1 


from 29th Sept, to 25th Dec- 


87. 


— 1 


’J 












£■ 


• »7 


9 
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It- //. French. Dnys. Intereft. 

£■ s. d. 

Intereft on • £. 100 from July 23d to Sept 29U1 1804. - 68. 1 2 4^ 

Then due, ift Inftalrnent - 134 8 — 

1804: 34 8 — 

November 2d, paid - - 34 8 — 

1805 : 

April 1 ft, paid - - - 134 8 — 

Then due, 2d and 3d Inftalrnent 268 16 — 

Remained due - - 134 8 - — - 

December 22d, paid - 134 8 — 



John Jtainsferd. 

'Intercft on - - - £. 17 18 7 from July 21ft to Sept. 29th - - I 70. 

Then due, ift Inftalrnent - 64 17 7 

Matthew Bathurjt. 

'Intereft on - - - - . 10 16 3 fiom July 28th 1804 to 29th Sept. 63. 

Then due, 1 ft Inftalrnent - 17 4 6 

Mejfrs. Hamiltons. 

JiUerefton - - - £- 5 ° from July 21ft to Sept. 29th 1804 70. — 11 6 

Then due, ift Inftalrnent - 78 12 3$ 

Remained due - - - 28 12 3^ 

Odtdberaoth - - - 50 

Intereft on - - - 21 7 8£ from 20th Oft. to Dec. 25th - 66. — 4 7J 

£. - i(T 7h 

Daniel Kinnahan. 

Intereft on - - - £. 269 4 11 from 21ft July to Sept. 29th 1804 - 70. 

Firft Inftalrnent ... 226 6 7^ 

Intereft on - - - 42 18 3- from Sept. 29th to Dec. 25th • 87. 

Then due, 2d Inftalrnent - 226 6 7! 

Remained due - - 183 8 4 

1805 : 

February 20th, paid - - 429 15 — 

Intereft on - - - 246 6 8 from 20th Feb. 1805 to March 25th 33. 

Inftalrnent due ... 2 c!) 6 7 \ 

Intereft on - - 20 l from 25th March to 24th June - 91. 

£■ 

John Carleton SC Co. 

Tntereft on - - - ,£-497 4 7 from 21ft July 1804 to 29th Sept. - 70. 

Then payable, ift Inftalrnent -92-18 — - 

Intereft on - r - - 404 6 7 from 29th Sept to 25th Dec. - 87. 

Then payable, 2d Inftalrnent 92 18 — 

Intereft on - - - - 311 8 7 from 25th Dec. to 23th March 1805 90. 

Then payable, 3d Inftalrnent 92 18 — 

Intereft on - - - -218 10 7 from 25th March to 24th June - gi. 

Then payable, 4th Inftalrnent 92 18 — 

Intereft on - - - - 125 12 7 from 24th June to 29th Sept. - 97. 

Then payable, 5th Inftalrnent 92 18 — 

lutereft on - - - 32 14 7 from 29th Sept, to 25th Dec. - 87. 

£■ 
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lntereft on - 

Then due, lit Inftalment 


Hugh Holmes. 

£■ to 16 3 from Auguft 23d to Sept. 29th 1804 
- 68 14 -f 


Days. 

37- 


lntereft. 
£. «. d. 
— » 3* 


Remains due 
1804 : 

Oftobei 4th, paid 


- 57 17 9? 

- 72 










lntereft on - 


- 14 2 2$ from Oft. 4th to Dec. 25th 1804 - 


82. 


- 


3 


9 






£■ 


- 


5 


—i 




Sir John Ferns. 










lntereft on - 
,Theu paid ... 


£.\* from 26th July to 28th Sept. 1*04 - 

12 


64. 




2 


■ 


lntereft on - 

Then due, id Inftalment 


- 22 from 28th Sept, to 29th D* - 

- 3 8 ><5 4 


1. 


- 


- 


1 


Remains due 

Then due, ad Inftalment 


16 16 4 
38 16 4 










Remains due 
1805: 

January 31ft, paid 


- 55 12 8 

22 16 10$ 










Remains due 
February 2 2d. paid 


- 32 15 9r 

- 22 15 — 










Remains due - 


10 — 9$ 


£■ 


- 


2 


« 




Mejfrs. lloe Si Franklin. 










lntereft on - 

Then due, 1 ft Inftalment 


4.217 16 9 from July 21ft fo Sept. 29th 1804 - 
- 39 1 4 


70. 


2 


10 


1 


lntereft on - 

Then due, 2d Inftalment 


* *7 8 >5 5 horn 29th Sept, to 25th Dec. 

- 39 « 4 


87. 


2 


11 


1 


lntereft on - 

Then due, 3d Inftalment 


- 139 14 1 from 25th Dec. to 25th March 1805 
* 39 ' 4 


90. 


* 


‘ 


3i 


Tntereft on - 

Then due, 4th Inftalment 


- 100 12 9 from 25th March to 24th June 

- 39 1 4 


9i- 


■ 


IO 


• 


lntereft on - 

Then due, 5th Inftalment 


• 61 11 5 from 24th June to 29th Sept. 

- 39 * 4 


97- 


- 


>9 


6J 


lntereft on - 


. 22 10 1 from 29th Sept, to 25th Dec. 


87. 


- 


6 


4* 






£■ 


9 


18 


5 


1804: 

■September 29th, due 
October 20th, paid 


Samuel Kyle. 

£■ 5 4 3l Inftalment. 

- 27 - 8i 










lntereft on - 

Then due, 2d Inftalment 


21 16 5 from 20th Oft. to 25th Dec. 1804 
5 4 


66 . 


- 


4 


6£ 


lntereft on - 


1 5 f rom Dec. 25th 1804 to March ) 
“ 1 1 25*1805 - - . 


90. 


- 


4 


ioi 


— — 




£■ 


- 


9 


5i 



DUBLIN. SPIRIT DUTIES. 

John Cofiigan April 1808: ,£.1,417. 8. 8. — Spirit Duty. — This is a charge 
of duty for lliort work, in the 28 days ending 3d April 1808 ; during the laft 14 
days of this period, it appears by the Officer’s flock book, that the coppers and 
cooler in the Ddtillery were filent and out, the Still filent and the breafl-work 
down. The Solicitor ftates, that an information was filed againft the Difliiler to 
recover the penalties incurred by non-payment of this charge ; and it appearing 
clearly on the trial, that it was incurred during a period in which his Diftillery and 
utenfils were under feizure by the Officers of the Crown, the Commiffioners 
234. Kk acquitted 
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acquitted the Diftiller. We are of opinion therefore that this charge fliould be 
vacated. 

John Jamefon ; July 12th 1806: £. 182. 11. 9*. — Spirit Duty. — This is a 

G allons. 

charge of duty on 916. 3. X. Waters fhort worked by the Oilfiller during the 
four weeks ending July 12th 1806. It appeal’s by the information book, that an 
information was brought againft the Diftiller for the penalties incurred by non- 
payment of this charge, to which he fubmitted ; but claimed an allowance equal 
to its amount. According to the contents of his Still, the Diftiller, until 21ft June 
1806, was changeable by 45 Geo. III. c. 104. for every 4 weeks or 24 working 
days that it continued working, or was prefumed fo to do, with 44 fpirit charges ; 
and from thence by 46 Geo. III. c. 56. with 48 fuch charges for the like period of 
4 weeks or 24 working days, and fo in proportion for any lefs number of days 
that the Still fliould continue working or be chargeable as working. The Officer, 
in making up his account of the quantity of Spirits chargeable againft the 
Diftiller in the four weeks ending July 12th, calculated as follows : 

Gallons, 

i -4th of 44 charges for 1 week ending June 21ft - 3,605 8 

3-4ths of 48 charges for 3 weeks, ending July 12th - - 11,800 6 

1.5, 4c6 4 

Spirits produced and charged in the four weeks - 14,489 5 

Short worked in the four weeks - Gal* 916 9. 

B utTa s we coinfider that under the 45 Geo. Ilf. c. 104. the Diftiller was not 
chargeable for fl.ort work in a broken period of 4 weeks, though he was fo by the 
provision of the 46th Geo. III. c. 56. We conceive that the account fliould have 
been shade tip as follows j via. 

Gallons. 

, 3-4.thsof 48 charges for 3 weeks, ending July 12th - - 11,800 6-10 

Spirits actually produced, and brought to charge in laid } 

three weeks - - - - - - - -J 1 50 9 5 ' 1 . 

Short worked in the three weeks ending July 1 2th - Gal 5 281 1 

It appears from the ftock books, that the Still was filent and under repair on the 
1 8th and 27th June, and ift July. And the Examiner of Gaugers books reports, 
that the alteration that was made in the Law was Unknown to the Diftiller ; and 
that in the fubfequent month he overworked 995 gallons, in order to meet the 
deficiency charged againft him in the preceding month of 9 1 6 gallons ; though 
we fh 011 Id not confider fuch over-work as iufficient ground for abating a charge of 
duty for fhort work, yet, under all the circumftances of the cafe, we are of opinion 
that this charge fliould be vacated. 

John Jamefon-, April 12th 1807: £. 1,501. 18. 8. — It appears from the 
Officer’s ftock book that the Still burft on the 2d of April 1807, and continued 
filent and repairing until the 8th of laid month ; and that in the week ending 
April the 12th, the Diftiller was charged as follows j viz. 

Gallons. 1 

On 3,888. 5. from Wafli ------ £. 842 8 — 

On 6,561. 1. for Wafli on hands longer than allowed by Law 1,421 11 — 

2,263 19 — 

Of which he paid - 762 — 4 

Leaving a balance of - - - - 1,501 18 8 

A film of £.So. 7. 8. included in the above balance, is the amount of the duty 
on 370 gallons of Spirits, part of the above 3,888 gallons, with which it 
appears, from the respective reports of Mr. Thomas Knox Magee, one of the 
Infpeci.Qrs General, and of Mr. William Knipe, Examiner of Guagers books, the 
Diftiller was charged in refpecl to a quantity of Wafli decrealed, without any 

produce 
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produce of Spirits from it, and which was loft in confequence of the accident 
above-mentioned. The charge of <£.1,421. 11. for Wafli not worked off in due 
time, was iucurred in confequence of the fame accident. Thefe facts the Diftiiler 
lias verified to 11s upon oath, and ftated in his affidavit, that he maxle proof thereof 
to the Commiffioners of Excife foon after the accident happened, in order that he 
might be allowed the amount of the charges he had fo incurred ; that he made 
frequent applications for the documents laid before the Commiffioners, but that 
they never could be found, having been loft, as lie believes, in paffmg through 
the different offices; and that be coufidfers this to have been the caufe of the 
allowance not having been regularly made to him os it bad been to other Diftillevs 
under fimilar circnmftances. We'are of opinion that both thefe charges ffiould 
be abated, and ftruck out of the arrear account. 

John Jamefon, April 19, 1807: £. 371. 7. 4.— This is a charge of duty on 
1,714 gallons of Spirits, ihort worked in the four weeks ending April the 19th 
1807 ; and as the ffiort work was occafioned by the acc ident we have above ftated 
to have happened to the Still, this charge ought to be in like manner abated. 

D° - Auguft 23d; <£.463. 4. 8.— This arrear arofc from a charge of duty on 
Galt*. 

1,214. -,V Spirits for Wnili not worked off in due time, and on 
922. 8 D° for ihort work in the 28 days ending 23d Auguft 1807. 

Total -2,137. 1 at 4V. .4 d. per - ,£.463. 4. 8. 



It appears by the ftoek hook, that during this period the Still was ft lent five 
days, and the Diftiiler lias ftated to us upon oath, that in the month of Auguft 
1807, it was burned out, and that he was obliged to take it down and erect a 
new one ; and that thence he became chargeable as above-mentioned ; that foon 
after the accident had happened, lie made proof thereof upon oath to the Com- 
miiUoners of Excife, but that the documents containing his ftatement are not 
now to he found. Under thefe circumftances we are of opinion that this 
charge fliould. be abated. 

Bob'. Haig, 22d March 1807: ,£.531- 5- 4 •) Thefe are charges for 

29th 88. 16. 3. Wafh not worked off in the 

cth April - - - 201. 2. o. j time preferibed by law ; the 

latter charge is incorrectly returned by the Officer, inaftnuch as it appears by the 
ftoek book, that it is included in the Voucher for the week’s work fubfequent to 
that in which it was incurred. It appears from a Return made to us by the 
Examiner of information books, as likewife by the Report of the Solicitor to the 
Board of Excife, dated 1 ft June 1809, that informations have not been filed for 
the recovery of any of thefe charges ; we therefore recommend that they lliould 
be ftruck out of the account as irrecoverable. 

Bob’. Haig, May 3, 1807: £. 54. 7. 8.— This is a furcharge brought againft 
the Dittiller "by two Infpe&ing Officers, and returned by the Officer in charge as 
part of the week’s work ; hut he refufed to verify it, on the ground that it was 
not originally made by himfelf. We are of opinion that this charge is irre- 
coverable. 

Nich‘ Boe, N° 1 . Dee. 24th 1803 : X- 53 - 9 - 5 - 1 I' 1 the obfervation an- 

2. July 2 ift 1804: - 38. 8. o. fnexed to the Arrear Ac- 

3. I)° - - D° - - 22. 12. o. (count thefe are reprefented 

4. Aug. nth - - - 69. 11. 8f. 'as charges of duty, the 

payment of which had been difputed by the Diftiiler, but on what account does 
not appear. In N° 1. the charge originally amounted to £.686. 13. 5. of 
which the Diftiiler paid .£.633. 4. In N* 2, it amounted to ,£.338. 8. of 
which he paid £. 300. In N° 3, it amounted to £.612. 12. of which he paid 
£. 60a. ; and in N° 4 it amounted to^. 592. 7. 4. of which he paid £. 522. 15. 7 f. 
We called for the ftoek books relating to thefe charges, and were informed that 
they could not be found. We therefore have not the means of forming any 
■opinion of the grounds on which they are ftated to have been difputed. 

It appears from the Return of the Examiner of information books, that in- 
formations 
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formations had not not been filed for recovery of any of thefe arrears, except 
the til'll, amounting to £. 53, g. 5. m which a conviftion was had ; but the judg- 
ment ; norwards reverfed by the Court of Appeals. We recommend that'thefc 
charges tfionld be abated. 

_Niclr Roc-, Nov. 26th 1800 : .£.23. 10. a.-This charge of duty appears by 
? he J 'o S M C - U have been incurred on account of a fliort confumption of malt 
™ u'nnhng the quantity of Spirits brought to charge againti the Difliller, in the 
week cnd, n g the , ath November 1803. By 40th Geo. III. chap. 67, it is pro- 
Tvivn hat - t ie 9 !Cero ^ kxcile 111 making up a Return, in order to charge, anv 
Didi.. -r with the quantity of Spirits dill, lied by him from Walli in any period, 
1 . , f aiiac countof ail Malt confumed in making the quantity of Spirits com- 

prized therein, and if it frail not appear that he hath confumed one barrel of 
malt for every 14 gallons of Spirits, every fucli Diftiller ihall, in every fuch 
Return, be charged with fuch further fum as ihall be equal to the duty on the 
quantity oi Malt which ihall be fo deficient. In this cafe the Voucher was made 
itp for the week ending 26th November 1803, and not for that ending I2 th 
November, the week hi which the fhort confumption appears to have” taken 
place, and confequently the charge is erroneous and ought to be abated. 

Nick Roe-, Oft. 6fh, 1804: .£. 29. tz. 9.— This charge originally amounted to 
**■'• 5 ° 3 * r 3 - *• of which was paid £. 5^4. 0. 4. leaving unpaid f.20, 12 0 
pai ; t °, the charge to the amount of. £.22. 18. 3. is for thort confumption of 
Malt ; but it does not appear from the Voucher that the charge in this -efnect 
was incurred m the week for which the Return was made. It appears from Mr. 
Da vvf on s Report before-mentioned, as well as by the Return tranfmitted to usbv 
the Examiner of information books, that no information had been filed for the 
recovery of this charge. We are of opinion that it fhould be abated. 

W\tn’,° a -, 27 'k| , ' S u 4: - £ - 12 - 8 ' 6 — This » • charge for fliort confump- 
tiou of Mbit by this Diftil.er, in the weeks ending relpeSivelv 13th and 27I11 
a-lolu-r 1804, and returned in the Voucher for the charge of the latter week 
Ihe charge for the week ending 13th Oftober, and which amounted to 
i-'3‘ 3 - 3 - ! s merefore erroneoufly returned. That for the week ending 27th 
October appears to be correct , but as we find, by the Return of the Examiner of 
information books, that informations had not been filed forits recovery 1 w e recoin . 
mend that both thefe charges lliould be abated. 

D - - Dec. 8th, 1804: £.370. 14. 4. —This appears from the Stock Book 
and V ouener to have been a charge of duty for fhort work on Spirits in the in 
days ending the 19th November 1804, a »d to have been returned in a Voucher 
made up for the week ending 8th December following. The ACts under the ro- 
• S u,a j lons ot which this charge has been made, hare not directed that the Officer 
foould at the end of the 2 5 vvorkmgdays, make a Return of the quantity of 
Spirits thort worked by the Diftiller within that period ; nor is there any penalty 
on the Oi itilier for nor, working the full quantity required by Law It ,'e mis 
therefore to be confidered by the Law Officers, in an .opinion riven by 
tiiem on the 9th October 1805, to be impracticable to recover fuch charges by 
the ordinary mode'of proceeding by information in the Excife Office ;°and it 
accordingly appears by the Return of the Examiner of information hooks’ that no 
information was filed for recovery of this arrears we therefore recommend that 
this charge diouid De vacated. 

D - - Sept. 29th 1804 : £. 36. 16. 8. — This charge appears by the 
Voucher to have originally amounted to ,£.484. q. 4. of which the Diftiller 
paid 447. 12. 8 leaving unpaid a balance of £.36. 16. 8.; part of the charge 
to the amount of £. 27. 6. o. is for fliort coniumption of Malt ; hut the Voucher 
appears to be defective, in not Gating that fuch fhort confumption had taken place 
in the d milling the quantity of Spirits comprized therein. It appears from Mr 
Dawfon s Report, already referred to, as well as from the Return of the Examiner 
conformation books, that no information was filed for the recovery of any part 
the Account 0 ^ ° reCOmmen(1 that the whole of this fum lhould be ftruck out of 

D - - Dec. 29th - - £.71 3. 6. — It appears by we Voucher that this 
fum was compofed of four charges for lliort Confumption of Malt, returned in a 

Voucher 
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Voucher for the week ending 29th December 1804, being a different week from 
that in which they had been incurred, viz. 

Barrels. 



Short confumption, in the week ending 17th Nov. 1804. - 91 

D° - - - - D° - 8th Dec. 30 

D # - - - - D° - -15th.- - - 19 

D° - - - - D° - - 22d - - - 6 



Total 146, at 9.?. gd. per - £.71. 3. 6. 



For the reafons we have before given, the Voucher in this cafe appears to be 
erroneous, and thefe charges, we are of opinion, fhould be abated. 

Nichs fioe ; May 25th 1805*. £.260. 16. 3. — The Collector in his Arrear 
Account for the quarter ending 5th January 1 808, ftates this to have been a charge 
of duty for fhort confumption of Malt ; the Voucher for it is not to be found, 
therefore we have not the means of judging whether the charge was correi-lv 
made; but the Solicitor, in his Report to the Board of Excite, dated 12th No- 
vember 1805, ftates it to have been defc&ive. We recommend that this charge 
fhould be abated. 

John Stein ; January 1 8th 1807: £. 68 3. 16. — This is a charge of duty on 
3,1 56 gallons of Spirits for Wafh, not worked off in due time. The Diftiller,. in an 
examination taken before us upon oath, ftates, that in the month of January 1807, 
he took out a licence to work a Still of the content of 1,500 gallons, having pre- 
vioufly worked one of 500 gallons content; that on the morning of the 12th 
January, having commenced working the 1,500 gallon Still, the worm tub of it 
burft ; that he immediately gave notice thereof to the Commifiior.ers of Excife, 
and obtained perm iftion to recommence working the Still of 500 gallons content ; 
but that the quantity of Wadi which he had prepared previous to the accident for 
working the 1 ,500 gallon Still was fo much greater than could be worked off by a 
500 gallon Still within the time preferibed by Law, that notwithftanding all his 
endeavours to effeft it, he was charged in the weekending January 18th 1807, 

Gallons. 

with duty on 3,156. of Spirits, amounting to £.683. 16. on account of 
Wafh not worked oft’ in due time ; and that at the time this charge was incurred, 
he made proof of the above-mentioned circumftance before the Connniflioners 
of Excife. We are of opinion that this charge fhould be abated. 

John Stein-, February 8th 1 807 : £. 175. 15,- — Spirit Duty. — This is a balance 
of the charge of duty returned againft this Diftiller for the week ending 8th 
February 1807 ; in which was included the duty amounting to £. 132. 12. on 612 
gallons of Spirits, ftated to be fhort worked in the four weeks ending on that day. 
But the Officer in making this charge did not give the Diftiller credit in his month’s 
work for the before-mentioned 3,156 gallons of Spirits charged for Wafh not 
worked off in due time, which, if allowed him, as it ought to have been, the 
Diftiller would have appeared to have overworked the quantity of Spirits with 
which he was chargeable ; and therefore we confidcr that the charge in refpeft to 
fhort work has been erruneoufly returned ; fuppofing however the. account to be 
made up without including the charge for Wafh not worked off in due time, the 
Diftiller would have been only chargeable for fhort work, according to the entries 
in the ftock book, with 504 gallons of Spirits inftead of 612 gallons, the duty on 
which would amount to £. 109. 4. ; but it appears from the ftock book that his 
Still was one day ftlent in confequence of the accident already mentioned ; and 
allowing him on that account in proportion to the month’s charge, he would be 
entitled to an abatement of duty on 493 gallons of Spirits, amounting to 
£■10 6. 16. 4. Under thefe circumftances we recommend, that the charge to 
the amount of ,£’.132. 12. fhould be abated as an erroneous charge, and that 
the Diftiller fhould be only charged with the balance amounting to ,£.43. 3. 

John Stein ; May 10th 1807 : £. 86. 13. 4.— This is a charge of duty on 400 
gallons of Spirits fhort worked in the 28 days ending the 10th of May 1807 ; 
the Diftiller ftated to us, that this furcharge was occasioned by his being charged 
with duty in refpe& to the content of an appendage to the head of his Still, which 
was improperly included in the meafurement thereof; and that am allowance was 
directed by the Board to be made to him on that account; but that before the 
234 - D 1 order 
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order for this purpofe was received at the Collector’s office, the Voucher for the 
•month’s charge above-mentioned, in which fhe-content of the pipe was continued 
to be charged, was made out by the Officer in charge of the Diftillery, and 
returned to the Collector, who would only allow for the time comprized in the 
Board’s order. By this order, which was dated 13th May 1807, the Board 
directed that the Diftillers ffiould be allowed £. 357. 1 o. being the amount of the 
•overcharge arifing from the erroneous meafurement of the Still for two months at 
the rate of £.178. 15. per month; but this allowance, as we are informed by 
the Board, was only for the two months ending 1 2th April 1807 ; and it appears by 
the Hock book, that the error in the meafurement of the Still was not corrected 
until 14th Ma) 1807 ; confeqnently the Diftiiler is entitled to an allowance of 
£. 178. 15. on account of the overcharge arifing therefrom in the month ending 
loth May preceding. We therefore propofe that the charge of £. 86. 13. 4. 
ffiould he abated, and that the Diftiiler ffiould be allowed the fum of £.43. 3 . 
due on account of the preceding charge; and a fum of £.48. 18. 8. out of 
fome future charge, making together the fum of ,£. 178. 15. 

Sylvefter Cojligan-, Feb. 20th 1802.: 19? 6d . — This is a charge of duty for 
ffiort confumplion of Malt in the week ending 28th February 1802; but being 
erroneoufly returned as a charge againft a Maltfter inftead of a Diftiiler, we 
recommend that it ffiould be abated. 



D° - - - April 24th: £. 30. 17. 5 j. — This is a charge of duty for 
ffiort work in 25 days, ending 24th April 1802 ; the Examiner of information 
books ftates, that in this cafe an information was filed, and a conviction had, hut 
that the charge was remitted by the Board’s order, dated 19th July 1802; it 
.ffiould therefore be now ftruek out of the Account. 



Sylvefter Cojligan ; May 8th 1802 : £. 4 

D" 1 5th - - - 2 

D° - - - June 5B 
D° - - - - - 12 th 

D” - - - - - 19th 




rhefe are charges of 
duty for fliort confumption 
of Malt by the Diftiiler ; 
we confider that the 
Voucher charging a fliort 
the 



xj - - - - - 19m - - -n. 7. o.j voucher enargmg a ihort 

'confumption of Malt, ought to ftate the quantity of Spirits diftilled within the 
week or period for which the Account is returned; the quantity of Malt confumed 



week or period torwtiieli tne Account is r eturned; the quantity ol M alt confumed 
therein, and the deficiency thereof, in all of thefe particulars, or in fome of them, 
the Vouchers relating to thefe charges are defective. We are therefore of opinion 
that they thould be abated. 



D° - - - - May 29th : £.107. 18. 3. — This is likevvife a charge of 
duty for fiiort confumption of Malt. It appears from the Return made to us by 
the Examiner of information hooks, that an information was filed in this cafe, 
and a convidtion obtained ; but that the charge was remitted by order of the 
Board of Excife; it fliould therefore he ftruek out of the Account. 

Sylvefter Cojligan-, January 14th 1804: £. 23. 2. 7. This is a charge of duty 
for ffiort confumption of Malt, which appears by the Voucher to have been 
corre&ly made; but as, according to the Return of the Examiner of information 
hooks, an information has not been filed for its recovery, we recommend that it 
fliould be abated, not thinking it expedient to fue for it in the Exchequer. 



D° - - - December 29th : £.102. 19. 2§. — The Voucher ftates this 
to be a furcharge incurred between 26th November and 22d December, both in- 
clufive, in confequence of an allowance having been made to the Diftiiler of 16 
per cent, of the duties charged on the produce of a 500 gallon Still, inftead of 8 
per cent, which the Law allowed. This charge is erroneoufly brought ; the over- 
payment fliould have been deducted from a future allowance ofdifcount, and we 
recommend that it fliould be flopped in making him fome future allowance. 



D° - - - January 5th 1805: £.5. 17. 10. — This is a charge for 

fliort confumption of Malt, the Voucher for which is defective, in as much as it 
does not ftate the quantity of Malt appearing to have been ufed. This charge 
fliould be ftruek off as erroneous. 

D° - - - February 2d : ,£.21.18.9.7 Thefe are charges of duty for 

D’ - - - March 16th: . 5. 17. o.$ftiortconfumplion of\! ah, which 

feem to have been correctly returned. The Examiner of information hocks ftates, 

that 
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that informations were filed, and convictions had on account of both thefe 
charges ; their payment fhould therefore be euforced. 

Sniveller Colli t* an 5 September 14th 1805: j£an. » 3 - 4b) Tt appears that the 
“'jY> . . . . . . 21ft - - - 408. 19. 1. ^Diftiller thort paid by 

..... - 28th - - - 290. 2. 1 §. > thefe Tunis thechargcs 

of dutv returned asrainft him in the three weeks ending refpeftively the 14th, 

2 j f t at ; ( i 2 3 th September 1 805. In order to afeertain the grounds on which thefe 
Short payments were made, we called for the dock book, bat were informed by 
the Examiner of Gangers books, that it could not be found, though he had made 
every poflible fearch for it. We therefore defired to know whether any applica- 
tions had been made to the Commiffioners of Excife by the Diftiller for an abate- 
ment of thefe arrears, and to be furn Uhed w th copies of any Reports made by 
their Officers relative thereto, hut, we were informed that no fitch applications 
appeared amongft the papers in the Excife Office, and the only Report of Ofii- 
cers tranfmitted to us was a joint Report of the Solicitor and Clerk of tne Infor- 
mations, dating, that informations had been filed and comndions had for the 
penalties incurred in confluence of the non-payment of thefe charges. Under 
thefe circumftances we required the attendance of the Diftiller, who ftated to us 
upon oath, that a windmill which he had erected adjoining Jus pifuliery, for the 
purpofeof grinding the Corn to be ufed therein, and in which he ufually ftored 
lari quantities both of ground and unground Corn, took fire on or about the 4th 
or ih September 1805; that in confeqnence thereof a confiderphle quantity of 
the Corn it contained was damaged ;*that immediately on the accident happening 
he prefented a Memorial to the Commifiioners of Excife, apprizing them thereof, 
and praying that as hebad no other way of difpofing of the damaged Corn than 
by ufunritin the Diftlllerv, and as Walli brewed from it would not yield Spirits 
in the proportion required by I.aw, they .wonld fend Officers for the fpecia 
Duroole of infpefting and taking an account of its produce in Spirits, and that 
accordingly Mr. Fitzfimmons, an lnfpeftor General, frequently attended the 
Diftillery, 'as well as the Surveyor and Ganger immediately m charge who took 
an account of the Spirits fo produced, and made a Return thereof to the Board : 
that in the week ending September 14th 1865, he was charged duty according 
to the decrease ofWafli on 4,417 gallons of Spirits, whereas the, Spirits aftually 
produced therefrom amounted only to 3,154, 4 .g a!loas - being an .overcharge ot 
1,162. 6. gallons, the duty on which, after deduaing the allowance ol lb per 
cent, difeount, amounted to - - r - - ' ■£■ ll1 - 1 3 1 4 *- 

In like manner lie was overcharged in the week ending 
21ft September with 2,249 ga’lons, (he duty thereon,- 
after deducting the alio wav;, ce of difeount, amounting to - 
1 And in like manner in the week endi ng September 28th with 
1,63a gallons,' the duty thereon, after deducing the allow- 
ance of difeount, amounting to - - - ' ' . 2 9 0- ~ **; 

That informations having been filed for the recovery of thefe charges, he tub- 
mitted to them, but made full-proof of the above-mentioned fatts before the buo- 
Commiftioners, who fpecially reported the Fame 'to the Cdmrmffioners of Excile 
and recommended his cafe to their confideration. The .accident aoove deienbed 
is not fuch as to entitle the Diftiller to any abatement of charge under the provi- 
fion of the Laws for regulating the trade of diftiiiing; but the Coramduoners of ifi Geo. ITT. 
Excife, with the confeht and approbation of the Lords of the 'Ireafttry,. have wp. 88. 
the power to abate or reduce any fine, penalty or forfeiture vmpofed or m. 

adjudged for any offence againjl, the Excife Laws; aid undertoe circumitances 4gGe0iIIL 
of this cafe we recommend' that the Diftiller fhould be relieved from the penal- cap . , l6 . 
ties he has incurred, and that the colleaidn fhould be c. [charged from the 
arrear. 

D° - - - April 1 2th 1807: ^.46. 7. 4.— This is a charge of duty 
for Wall 1, not worked ofF within the time preferibed by I -aw. i he charge ap- 
pears to have been incurred in the month of July 1806, but was omitted to be 
returned until April 1807, when a Return of it was made in an ordinary charge 
Voucher, whereas it fhould have been returned as a ftircharge. It appears by. the 
Return of the Examiner of information books, that an information was filed 
"for the recovery of this charge, but withdrawn by order of the Hoard of Excile, 
dated 9U1 December 1807. The charge is erroneous, and 'fhould therefore be 
abated. 

Sylvejler 



408. 19. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




334 iPrelMi^-ZlQiifh REPORT or the COMMISSIONERS [Ar.-c.n3 k 

2 -&^ 0 £e*»-, 1 i<rsi 1807s £149. I. 4.— This appears by ti.e frock 
book to have been a charge brought by Mr. Morgan, Surveyor General, for Walh 
W.keq p,ft hi due tune ; the Return of vyhi.ch, the Solicitor informs us the 
Otliper m charge of the Piftiilfry refufed to verify. We are therefore of opinion 
-that the charge fhould be .abated. 1 

John Power ; 15th December 1 804 : £. l24 , r g. 8 1— This is a furcharge of 
<luty on account of the quantity of Spirits brought to charge as diftilled in the 
week ending a: ft March 1804, not being in the proportion of 10 gallons for 
every barrel of Malt confumed in the difti I lotion thereof, as required by Law It 
« Uat f d h J i h « Examiner of Gaugers books, by whom this furebarge was brought 
that the Diftiiler u'ed in that week 250 barrels of Malt, and only produced 1,841 
gallons of Spirits, being 659 gallons lliort of the quantity that fhould have been 
■produced a the above rate, the dirty on which, at 3 v. ghd. wonl.1 amount to 
dt.124. I.O. 8*. it appears by the Return of the Examiner of information 
booKR, that no information has been filed for the recovery of this charge, and at 
Ibis (Utant period 4 might be very difficult of proof. We therefore recommend 
-that, it Uiould be abated. 

John Power ; *A Feb. a 805 ; £ij. n.— This is a charge ofdutv for fhort 
^onfumption of Malt. It appears by the Return of the Examiner of information 
,bpo,Ks, that a convidhon was had in this cafe on 5th October 1805, and a warrant 
*iTued on 1 2th November following to the Collector to levy the amount. We ice 
Pfr why payment of this charge fhould not be enforced. 

D° " ' " " ’ j 8°5 : £• 1 *• 4- 3-^ Thefe are charges of duty for 
' _ 19- (>. f fhort confiimption of Malt," the 

8. 1 5. 6. ^ Returns of which appear to have 

~ r £. Z, " 3- l8 - o- ' been correctly made by the O;'- 

nccr. i f ie tM’tnmmi mfornaal ion : books however dates, that informations have 
not been eh, lip any ol thefe cafes. We therefore recommend that the charges 
ihouid .be abated. 0 ' 

3 d 1807: £. 66 . 14. 8. — Th this cafe the Officer in charge 
of the Ditti.leiy returned 3,975 gallons of Spirits as chargeable againlt the Diftil- 
ler, in the week ending 3d May 1807, including therein 307 gallons brought to 
.ch.prgc, as appears from the flock book, by an Infpe&ing Officer, the duty on 
which amounted to £. 66 . 10. 4, The Solicitor, in his Report, to the Board, 
dated ift June 1869, dates, that; the Officer who made up and returned tire 
Voucher was unable to verify that .part of the* charge that was brought by the 
Inspecting Officer. We are of opinion therefore that it is irrecoverable. 

John Power-, My 12th 1807; £. 34. 4. 8.— This charge amounted to 
4'-907- <6. 8. of whigh Rie Diftiller paid .£.873. 12. leaving unpaid X 34 . 4. 8. 
1 he Sohertov in the fame Report, Jlates, that an information was filed for its re- 
covery and brought to trial, but that the Commiffioners acquitted Power, it ap- 
pearing that during th© period, for which the charge was brought, he was prevented 
working m confequence of an accident that had happened to his Still. This 
flatement is confirmed by the Return of the Examiner of information books, and 
therefore the charge fhould be- vacated. 

. Chamberlain ■ Match 24th 1804 : £. 56. 2. 4.—' TliisDHKSer is (lead, ami 

it appears from the Return of the Examiner of information hooks, that proceed- 
were not taken in the ExrdftrOfficc C.r the recovery of the charge during his 
life. We are of opinion that it fhould he vacated. 

, C ^Roono;-, April 27th 1805 : £. 12 . 1 3.' ' 6.— This Diftiiler having become 
bankrupt, the feveral charges outftanding againft him are iiifolveutj it may how- 
pvgr be definable to date thortly the circumftances of fuch charges as appear to 
be irrecoverable on other grounds. The CoHeftof does not ftate how this fum 
happened to remain Outftanding, and we could neither procure the Stock Book 
or Voucher relating to the charge, nor, as appears by the Return of the Examiner 
of informations, has any information been tiled for its recovery. We therefore 
think it ought to be abated. ’ 

Char* Rooney 5 Dec. 28th 1 8ofi : £. 257. 7. 2.— This is a balance of a charg* 
of duty originally amounting to. £. 707. 17. incurred on account of fliort work 
jn tne 28 days ending 28th December 1806, and of which the Diftiiler was 
*' allowed 
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allowed X- 450. 9. 10. It appears by the Return of the Examiner of information 
books, that an information for recovery of this charge was filed the 26th October 
1 807, but the time allowed by Law for filing informations had then long elapfed, 
and the Diftiller was alfo a bankrupt; the charge ihould therefore be vacated 
as being irrecoverable. 

Chad Rooney ; March 8th 1807: X- 65. — It appears by the (lock book that 
this is a charge of duty in refpeCi to Walh not worked oft in due time, for the 
recover}' of which an information was regularly filed, and a conviction had, it 
mult now however be placed on the Infolvent Lilt. 

Cha' Rooney ; April 19th 1807 : X- 1 18. 14. 8. s Thefe are balances due 

D° - - May 17th — - - 13. 10. 5.V on account of the charges 

D° - - May 24th — - -390. 16, 9.? of duty incurred in the re- 

fpeCi ive weeks ending 19th April, 17th and 24th May 1807, and may be placed 

on the Infolvent Lift. 

D° - - June 14th 1807 : X- 2,323. 15. — This is a charge of duty for 
fhort work in the 28 working days ending 14th June 1807. It appears by the 
ftock hook, that the Still was filent and under feizure at the fuit of the Crown, 
from the 24th May to the 14th June, and the Collector in his A r rear Account of 
the 5th January 1808, ftates, that at the time this charge was incurred the Diftil- 
ler was a bankrupt, and had fied from his creditors ; but not having ferved a notice 
of difcontinuance, the Officer brought the charge againft him. We are of opinion 
that this charge thould be abated. 

AT II LONE. 

W "» Dodd ; February 1803: £. 213. 13. 5-'. ( Spirit Duty.- — The Collector 
587. 6. 11. 5 of this DiftriCt ftates, in his Ar- 
rear Account for the quarter ending iotli October 1805, that this Diftiller became 
a bankrupt and fled, owing, at the time of his failure, Excife duties to the amount 
of .£• 1,881. 7. 5f. of which the fums now returned in arrear remain due. 
The Solicitor informs us, that he has made minute enquiry after his fureties, in 
order to fue them upon their bond, but that they are likewife infolvent. We a^e 
therefore of opinion that thefe arrears Ihould be placed on the Infolvent Lift. 

W" Donohoe ; Auguft 1804: X- 5 l 7 - 15. 1.7 Spirit Duty. — It appears from 
September - - - 412. 10. 0.5 the Collector's Arrear Account 
for the lame quarter, as above ftated, that three informations were filed againft 
this Diftiller on 6th September 1804 ; that on 2d October 1804, judgments were 
obtained thereon for X- 1,244. 4- 8.; that, appeals therefram were lodged on 
the 1 6th July 1805, and that the Court of Appeals only affirmed one judgment 
iov X. 388. 6. The Diftiller having in the meantime abfconded, judgment was 
entered, and execution ifi’ued againft his fureties on their bond for X- 500. ; hut 
thefe proceedings, we are informed by the Solicitor, were afterwards fet afide by 
the Court of King’s Bench. Under thefe rircumftances, we are of opinion that 
the fum of X- 388. 6. Ihould be placed on the Infolvent Lift, and that the refidue 
of the charges Ihould be abated. 

CARLOW. 

John CaJJidy : - - - 1804: X-iJ- 13. 7. — Malt Duty. — This is ftated by the 
Examiner of Excife in his Report, dated 17t h October 1808, to be a furcharge 
brought by Mr. Hill, InfpeCtor General, in the month of February 1804, and 
for the recovery of which no information had been enlered, nor has any Voucher 
been produced to us applicable to it. This «harge we therefore conlider to be 
irrecoverable. 

D° - - May 1S05 : X • t.— Stated by the Examiner of Excife to be an 
error in calculation, and Ihould be liruck oft’. 



D° X-2.20. 7. o. 'j Malt Duty. — Thefe are char- 

P-ob’ CaJJidy - - - - - 373. 18. 3. ges for lliort work in Malt, in 

John Cnfjidy - - - - - 20 19. 4. the year ending 29th September 

Rob' ’CaJJidy 118. 14. if. 1805, under the provifion of 

Cha' While ----- 42. 18. 3. L 43d Geo. III. c. 98. By that 

< Lacy Campbell - - - - 74. 2. o. ACt every Mai tiler is made 

Jleny lleydon - - - - 1 11. 3. o. chargeable between the 29th 

Siourds &' Gtfey - - - - 3. 8. 3. day of September in every year, 

Jho' Kelly - - - - - 12. 13. 6. and 29th day of September fo!- 

Pat. Dunn ----- 58. o. 3. lowing, with duty for a certain 

234. M m quantity 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 





j 3 6 (Ireland.) — Tenth REPORT or the COMMISSIONERS [Arrears & 
quantity of Malt, in proportion to the dimenfions of the drying door of each 
Malt-houfe for which he might be licenfed ; and in cafe any Maltfter lliould 
not have actually made the quantity of Malt with which lie was fo charge- 
able, the Officer of Exoife is directed to make a Return of the deficiency, within 
ten days next after the 29th day of September in every year, to the Collector of 
the Dilirift, and fuch Return is made a charge upon the Maltfter. In all thefe 
cafes, it appears that the Vouchers are defective in not being returned within the 
time prefcribed by Law, confequently thefe feveral charges ought to be abated. 
The Examiner of Excife, in his Report above referred to, ftates, that information 
had not been filed for the recovery of any of thefe charges. 

Richard Simmons ; 1805: £. 12 . 13.6. — Malt Duty. — This is dated in 

the Voucher to be a furcharge incurred in the quarter ending 24th June 1805, 
but on what account does not appear ; and if intended to be, as we prefume it 
is, a charge for ftiort work, it is not warranted by Law, and is therefore irre- 
coverable. 

John Cqffidy ; May 1805": £. 82. 6. 8. — Malt Duty. — We have not been 
able to procure any Voucher for this fum ; that which has been fuppofed to be 
applicable to it is for a charge of £. 1 14. 11, 3. returned in a Malt Voucher in 
thefe words “Surcharge for June quarter Ihort permitted to Diftillery Kime, as 
“ per flock book, 24th June 1805,” and is, we prefume, intended to be a charge 
againft the Diftiller for ftiort consumption of Malt, but as fuch it is irregular. This 
charge is therefore irrecoverable. 

Pi'oBor SC Co. - - - - £. 53. 14. z \: — Spirit Duty. — The [Examiner of 
Excife, in the fame Report we have above referred to, ftates this fum to be part 
of a furcharge of £. 556. returned in September 1805, and for the recovery of 
which an information had not been filed. The prefent Collector, from the charge 
having occurred previous to his appointment, does not appear to be able to give 
a diftinCt account of the circumftances under which this balance remains out- 
itanding ; and he ftates it upon oath to be in his opinion irrecoverable. Under 
thefe circumftances, therefore, we recommend it to be ftruck out of the Ac- 
count. 

Kyan SC Redmond ; September 1804: £. 87. 2. 5 Spirit Duty. — It ap- 
pears by the Report of Mr. Cuthbert, one of the Surveyors General, made on 
13th November 1805, while in charge of this collection, that this fum was part 
of an arrear of £. 2,789. n. 8. allowed by the Board to Kyan and Redmond, 
and which 1 he Collector had been ordered to deduct out of the produce of Mo- 
naftereven Walk ; but the produce of that Walk falling ftiort of the fum ft > al- 
lowed by £, 87. 2. 5j. the Collection continued charged to that amount. Under 
thefe circumftances, we are of opinion that this fum lliould be allowed to the 
Collector, and ftruck out of the Arrear Account. 

Byrne SC Nowlan ; May 1805 : £.61. 16. — Spirit Duty. — This is Hated by Mr. 
Cuthbert, in his two Reports to the Board, dated refpettivelv 13th November 
1805 and 13th January 1806, he being then in charge of this collection, to have 
been a furcharge brought by Mr. Eitzlimmons, one of the Infpectors General, 
and returned in a Voucher for the month of May i8c , ; and that the Iufpe6tor 
General had undertaken to procure the neceft'ary information to enable him to 
fue for its recovery ; no meafures feem however to have been taken for that pur- 
pofe, and it appears by the Report of the Solicitor, dated 29th January x 806, 
that the May Voucher, returned to the Examiner of Excife, did not contain any 
fuch charge, nor is the Examiner able, as he informs us, to produce any Voucher 
applicable to it. This charge we therefore confider as irrecoverable. 

Tho s O'Brien-, July 1803: £. 63. 7. 8. — Spirit Duty. — It, appears bv the 
Report of Mr. Paul Dawfon, one of the Infpectors General, dated 28th March 
1804, he being then in charge of this collection, that the Stills and utenfils of 
this Diftiller, his ftock of corn and hay, houfehold furniture, &c had been feized 
and fold by the Collector for payment of the arrear of Excife duties due by him, 
the produce of which being applied in difeharge thereof, this fum remained unfa- 
tisfied. Mr. Cuthbert, who was alfo in charge of this collection, ftates in his 
Report of 13th January 1806, that Thomas O’Brien had died a bankrupt, and 
ina preceding Report, dated i 3 th November 1805, he ftates, that the arrear 
actually due by him only amounted to £. 7. 14. 5. as the Board had ordered a 

furcharge 
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furcharge of £. 55. 13. 3. part of the above fum, to be allowed to him. This 
charge is alfo Hated by the Collector upon oath on 13th October 1808, to be in 
his opinion irrecoverable, and as fuch, under the whole of thefe circuniftances, 
we recommend that it lliould be ftruck out of the Account. 

James Doyle-, 1804: £. 3!. 13. 9. — Spirit Duty. — Tiiis .charge is Hated by 
Mr. Cuthbert, when in charge of this collection in November 1805, to be irre- 
coverable ; and we are informed by him, that Doyle had, before that time, 
become a bankrupt, and fled from the Diftrid ; this fum may therefore be placed 
upon the Infolvent Lifi. 

Cha' Ftjler-, July 1804 : is. id . — It don’t appear for wluit incurred, and may 
now be ftruck off' as irrecoverable. 



John Cajjidy, June 1806: <£.302. .3. 10.— Spirit Duty. — This is a charge of 
double duty on 758 gallons of Spirits returned in a. furcharge Voucher, and Hated 
to have been brought by Mr. Morgan, one of the Surveyors General ; we prefume 
that it was intended to bring this charge under the 47th fee. of 45th Geo. 111. c. 
104. which provides that the Didiller thall be chargeable with double duty in cafe 
of anv greater dec reafe of Wath, &c. than is juftified by the charges of his Still. 
The Voucher docs not Hate, as it ought to do, the quantity of Spirits with which 
the DiHiller was chargeable within the week, nor the quantity actually brought 
to charge ; and is therefore fo defective, that an information could not be grounded 
upon it. We are of opinion that this charge thould be abated. 

John Cajjidy ; Sept. 1 806 : £.10 2. 1. iof.— Spirit Duty.— 1 This is a furcharge 
on 512 gallons of Spirits, omitted to be brought to charge in a period of three 
months, between 25th March and 24th June, without fpecifying, as it ought to 
do, the particular Return or Returns, the errors of which it is intended to correct, 
nor the year in which fuch Returns were fuppofed to have been made. We are 
therefore of opinion that this charge is alfo irrecoverable. 

Dan 1 Kelly : £. 32. to.— Malt Duty.— It appears from the Solicitor’s Report, 
made the 23d December 1806, that this fum was returned in the Officer’s 
Voucher, as the amount of duties chargeable on Malt made by the Maltfter in 
the month of September of that year ; but by a fubfequent entry on the Voucher 
paper, it is Hated to be a furcharge on 60 barrels of malt, lor which Kelly pro- 
cured permits in that month, and being fo much more than he had any credit in 
Hock. This is an erroneous charge, hot warranted by any Law, and ought 
therefore to be abated. 



Dec ' 28th ’ 1806 1 I9 ' 

D" - - Jan. 19th, 1807 : - 196. 12. n. 

D° - - Feb. 22d, - - - 462. 14. 8. 

I)“ - - March nd, - - 158. 9. 10. 
D" - - April 19th, - - - 612. 12. c\ 

Do - - May 17th, - - - 112. 19. 



Spirit Duty. — Thefe 
are charges of duty for 
jhort work in fix fued'ef- 
five periods of 4 weeks 
each. The Collector 
Hates, that as thefe Dif- 
tillers had not been re- 



gularly licenfed, informations were not filed for the recovery of thefe charges, 
nor Could they, under fuch circumHances, have been fupported, in as much as a 
Didiller becomes only chargeable with a fpecific quantity of work within a given 
period in confequence of his being duly licenfed, and of his giving notice in 
writing to the Colledor of the Diftrid and to the Surveyor and Ganger in charge 
of his Diftillery, in the form and manner p re fen bed by Law, of the day and hour 
he intends commencing, or after a di (continuance, recommencing to- work his 
Still. It appears that thefe Diftilicrs obtained a licence on the iotli of December 
1806, to keep and ufe a Still of 525 -Ay gallons, which, according to the Hock 
books, they were then adually working, and had been fo from the 1 H of that 
month, and which they continued to ufe and work until the 13th of March 1807, 
when a new Still was erefted of the content of 516 gallons, but for keeping which 
they do not appear to have obtained any licence. That on the 4th of April, this 
lad-mentioned Still was taken down, being burned out ; and that on the 5th of 
April, a new Still was eroded for the content of 539 gallons, for which a licence 
was granted on 8th of May following ; that on the 20th of that month this Still 
was alfo. taken down, 0ndon2ift a new Still, of the content of 509 gallons, was 
eroded ; tor which it feems a licence was not obtained before the 10th of No- 
vember 5 in the fame year. During the whole of the -period under confideration, 
the Diftilicrs paid the duties on account- of the quantity of Spirits with which 
„ ’ they 
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they were charged by the Officer as the aClual produce of their Still, but they left 
unpaid. all the charges for iliort work : though in refpeCt of the two firft periods 
they had no pretence for fo doing, as the Still was only filent part of a day in each. 
In the fubfequent periods it is probable they would have been entitled to fome 
confiderable allowances, owing to the interruption of their work by cafualties ; 
however as thefe charges are now circumftanced, they are all of them irrecover- 
able ; a decifion we cannot come to, without confidering the Collector as highly 
cenfurable in permitting Diftillers to be thus publicly at work, without feeing 
that they had complied with all the provifionsof the Law. 



/ A>S*7f} Xrarch I5lh * ' So 7 ' i- 

- - - 189. 14. 



Spirit Duty. — Thefe 
charges of duty are for 
Wafh not worked off in 
due time, and incurred 
during periods in which, 
as we have already fhewn, 



D* - - July 

D° - - April - - - - - 2£;o. 

1 )“ - - D° 126. 

D° - - June - - 60. 

the Diftillers were working without being regularly licenfed. It appears that 
five feveral informations having been filed in the Excife-Offiee for their recovery, 
three of them were brought to trial and difmiffed, in confequence of the 
Officer having omitted to verify his Return by affidavit, which he is required 
by Law to do, in all cafes where fuch Return has been difputed by the Trader in 
the manner preferred by Law. On thefe grounds the Board's Counfel, who 
attended the trials, advifed that appeals from the judgments of the Sub-Com- 
miffioners fhould not be brought ; but furely this obvious defeat in the evidence, 
ought to have been difeovered at an earlier period of thefe proceedings ; the fame 
objection applying to the two remaining informations, all thefe charges are 
irrecoverable, and ought to be abated. 



Clia Verpoy’e ; Sept. 1805: £. 59. 6. 9. — Malt Duty. — This charge is for 
fhort work of Malt, for the year ending 29th September 1 809. The Examiner 
of Gaugers books Hates, that this Mai tiler took out his licence in the month of 
January 1809, an( t that making him an allowance in the year’s work, ending 
29th September following, equal to the period of the year that had elapfed pre- 
vious to his commencement, and which he was entitled to by Law, he had over- 
worked the quantity of Malt with which he was chargeable. It alfo appears from 
the Report of the Examiner of Excife, made 6th June 1806; that upon the 
application of Verpovle to the Board of Excife to be relieved from the payment of 
this fum, he was directed not to bring it in charge againft the collection, and that 
it was accordingly omitted. 1 he Collector therefore is not entitled to any credit 
on account of this arrear. 



John CaJJjdy : £. 8. 9. 10?. — Spirit Duty. — We have not been able to procure 
any fatisfaCtory account of this charge ; the Examiner of Excife, in his Report 
of the 17th October 1808, ftating it to bean imaginary arrear returned by Mr. 
Cuthbert, when in charge of the collection ; and that it ihould be charged to his 
account. 

Pat. Dunn-, September: £.94. 5.— Malt Duty.— The Examiner of Excife 
Rates, that he cannot find any Voucher for this fum. It appears that an informa- 
tion having been filed for its recovery, the Sub-Commiffioners gave judgement 
againft Dunn ; but on an appeal this judgment, we are informed by the Solicitor, 
was reverfed ; this charge is therefore irrecoverable. 



John C a July ; May 1807: f.12. 2. 6.— Spirit Duty.— The Examiner of 
Excife, in the fame Report ftates, that he does not know how this charge is cir- 
cumftanced, as the lift of arrears, up to the 5th of July 1807, in which it is 
explained, cannot be found. We are therefore of opinion that it ihould be ftruck 
olf as irrecoverable. 



C LON M ELL. 

Jane Hill-, - - 1 803 : £. 6 22. 5. 8|. ^Spirit Duty.) The Collector of this 

79. 4. 11. 3 Malt Duty.3 DiftriCt in his Arrear 

— Account, returned in 

£."]o\. 10. 7f. the month of October 

— ■ 1803, ftates, that Jane 

Hills Diftillery had been humeri, and that f lie had become a bankrupt. It 
appears that on 21ft June 1805, llie preferred a 1^3titlfen to the Commiffioners of 

Excife, 
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Excife, Hating, that in confequence of the above-mentioned accident, 7,700 
gallons of Pot Ale, 910 gallons of Singlings, 1,564 gallons of Spirits, and 170 
barrels of Malt had been deflroyed ; that duty had been charged thereon to the 
amount of £. 580. 10. 1. that the arrear then outftanding againfl her amounted 
to *£.977. 19. iof. from which deducing £. 580. 10. 1. a balance would 
remain of £. 397. 9. g£. for the payment of which, by inflalments of ,£.150. 
per annum, die was willing to give fecurity, and that her fon, who was entitled to 
ah annual income, would join her therein ; this Petition having been referred to 
the Examiner of Surveyors and Gaugers books, he reported, that it appeared by 
the flock books, that the quantity of Spirits, Singlings, Wafli, &c. ftated in the 
Petition, had been, as alledged, deflroyed by fire, but that the Petitioner had 
been only charged duty thereon to the amount of £. 276. 9. 3. which fum 
having been allowed to her by order of the Board, the arrear was thereby reduced 
to £.701. 10. 7f. It further appears by the Solicitor’s Report, dated April 
nth 1805, that the propofa! of paying the debt by inflalments of £.\$o. per 
annum, not having been acceded to by the Board of Excife, writs of Scire facias 
were iflued againft the fureties of Jane Hill, on their bond for ,£. 500. But the 
CoHeftcr in his Arrear Account of the 24th November 1806, Hates, that Jane 
Hill was long fince dead, and that her fureties, Nicholas Hill her fon, and William 
Harvey, had become bankrupts, and the Pro Collector, who was examined upon 
oath before the Commifiicners of Excife on 21ft of October 1808, in refpect to 
the arrears outHanding in this Did rid, alfo Hates the death of Jane Hill, and that 
he confiders the arrear to be infolvent. We are therefore of opinion that this 
charge fliould be placed on the Infolvent Lilt. 

John Scott-, Jan. 1803: £. 168. 16. — Malt Duty. — It appears by the Soli- 
citor’s Report, dated 1 ith April 1805, that the arrear then due by Scott, amounted 
to £. 209. 9. if. but that proceedings have been taken to enforce payment 
thereof, he, for fecuring the fame, had by deed, dated icth October 1804, afligr.ed 
to the Commiflioners of the Revenue his intereft in certain lands in the County 
of Tipperary, in the pofieffionof John Ryan, fen. and John Ryan, jun. as tenants, 
and yielding a profit rent of £. 27. per annum ; that this deed not Hating when 
the gales of rent became payable, he had given directions to the Colleftor to 
make a demand thereof from the Tenants, and that he would prepare a deed of 
Attornment for them to execute, which we are informed they refufed to fign. It 
further appears from the examination of the Pro-Colleftor of this Di drift, that 
Scott is a bankrupt, and not now forthcoming, and that his brother, who was his 
furety, died in pril’on. Under thefe circumflanees we recommend that this charge 
fliould be placed on the Infolvent Lid. 

Cha s O'Keefe, Jan. 1803: £. 406. 13. if. — Spirit Duty.— It appears by the 
Solicitor’s Report above referred to, that proceedings were had and warrants 
i fiued againft this Diftiller, and a Return made of no goods, and that a warrant 
iflued againfl his perfon. It alfo appears by the Collectors Arrear Account, for 
the quarter ending icthofOftober 1805, that the Diftillery utenfils of Michael 
Cormick, O’Keeffe’s late partner, had been feized for payment of this arrear, but 
that they had been replevied as not being O’Keefe’s property ; and in a fubfe- 
qnent Arrear Account, theColleftor Hates, that the utenfils fo feized had been pur- 
chafed by Cormick himfelf, and in the examination of the Pro-Colleftor already 
mentioned, it is Hated, that every endeavour had been made to levy this arrear, 
but without effect. We are therefore of opinion that it fhould be placed on the 
Infolvent Lifl. 

Pal. Wall, Oft. 1806 : £. 48. 10. — ’Malt Duty. — It appears, by the Colleftors 
Arrear Account of the 24th November 1806, that the charge in this cafe originally 
amounted to .£.7 8. ; that the Board remitted £. 28. 10. thereof, in confequence 
of this Trader’s malt-houfe and part of his Hock having been deflroyed by fire; 
that 89 barrels of Malt had been feized for payment of the duty ; but that owing 
to the injury the Malt had received by the fire it was not faleable. In his Arrear 
Account for the quarter ending 5th April 1S07, he Hates, that Wall had become 
a bankrupt ; and this faft is corroborated by the Pro-Colleftor in his depofitioa 
above-medtioued. Under thefe circumflanees we are of opinion that this Arrear 
fhould alfo be placed on the Infolvent Lifl. 

W m Edmonfon: £. 140. 16. 8. — Malt Duty. — This is a charge of duty for 
fliort work in Malt in the year ending 29th Sept. 1806. By the Aft of 45th 

234. N n Geo. 
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Geo. III. e. 53. Sec. 27. the Officer in charge of any Malt-houfe is required to 
return th e Short icork chargeable in the year againft any Maltfter, within 20 days 
after the 29th day of September in fuch year. In this cafe, the Vouchers 
returned to the Ollice of the Examiner of Exc'ife appears to have been dated 29th 
September 1806, and afterwards altered to 6th of October; the day when it was 
received into the Excife Office is not dated, as it ought to be ; but the Pro-Col- 
le6tor dates in his examination upon oath, that the Collector, confidering the charge 
as irregularly brought, did not file any Information for its recovery. Under thefc 
circumdances therefore, we are of opinion that the charge Ihould be abated. 

Pat. Reeves. Oft. 1803: ,£.338.— Malt Duty.— This is alfo a charge' for fliort 
work in Malt in the year ending 29th September 1806, is circumftahced precifely 
as the preceding charge, and ought therefore to be abated. 

C ’ ,a " O^eeffe, 1806: .£.122. 7. 3.— Malt Duty.— This is a charge forfliorf 
work 111 Malt, in the year ending the 29th September 1 806. It appears from the 
Voucher that O’Keeffe was charged with 997 barrels of Malt, as on account of 
the aflual produce of his Malt-houfe within the year, and that lie was furcharo-ed 
251 barrels, the duty thereon amounting to £. 122. 7. 3. The Examiner’ of 
Guagers hooks dates, that the Maltder did not commence working until 26th 
November 1805, and only worked fix months, but that he did not ferve notice to 
difeontinue for the remainder of the year, and that he would have been entitled to 
an allowance of 156 barrels on account of his late commencement of work, had 
he applied to the Board of Excife for that purpofe ; he Jikewife dates, that Mad- 
ders had generally omitted to ferve the regular notice to difeontinue working 
for the remainder of a year ; from a midaken notion that fuch notice could onlv 
beferved while they were a&ually at work : it appears from Mr. Dawfon’s Repoft 
above-mentioned, that an Information was not filed for the recovery of this charge • 
under thefe circumdances we recommend that it diould be abated. 

Fran l Biddidph, 0&. 1806: £. 1 t . 7 . 6.— Malt Duty.— This charge is dated 
m the "S oucher to have arifen from Malt found on the kiln by Mr. James Tavlor 
Surveyor of Excife, but why it was brought feparately to charge, or under what 
ci reumftance, or upon what grounds, does not appear. The Exami ner of i nforma- 
tion books dates, that no information was filed in this cafe. We recommend that 
this charge fliould be abated. 



oa. 1806: £.itS. 9 . 3. Malt Duty. — The Examiner of 
Gaugers books dates, that this Maltder a&ually worked only feven months, but 
not having ferved notice of difcontinuance, he was charged with the above’ fum 
on account of (liort work. The Examiner of information books likewife dates 
that an information was not filed for the recovery of this charge. We therefore 
recommend that it fliould be abated. 



Jos* Iiyme, D' D": £.641. i 7 . 6,-Malt Duty.— This is a charge of duty 
lor fliort work in Malt, m the year ending 29th September 1806. It appears 
that the Maltder was not licenfed until the month of March, and Hint he only 
worked three months, when he difeontinued, whereas lie is charged as for 
feven months. Befides the Voucher, which is an ordinary Monthly Voucher 
and is hi many refpe&s erroneous, appears from the duplicate in the Office of 
the Examiner of Excife, not to have been returned until the id day of November 
in that year, whereas it ought to have been returned within 20 days after the 20th 
°' September. It appears from the Report of Mr. Paul Dawfon, Survevor General 
dated 23d ot Oft. 1S07, when he was in charge of this col! e-Mon, that no 
Information had been filed in this cafe. We are of opinion that the charge 
mould be abated, as having been erroneoufly returned. 



rr-.lW - - .806: r.izB 3. o.-Malt Dnty.-The Examiner of 
Gangers books, informs, us that this Maltder commenced on the 26th February 
1800 and only worked five months, but that he neither applied to the Board of 
Excite tor tnc allowance he was entitled to on account of his fhort commence- 
ment, nor did he ferve a notice to difeontinue for the remainder of the year. It 
appears from Mr. Dawfon’s Report already referred to, that an Information had 
not been bled for the recoveiy of this charge. We therefore recommend that it 
fliould be abated. 



Dan' Egan, Sept. 1806: £.60. 13. 4.— Malt Duty.— This i 
inort work in Malt, in the month ending 29th September 1 806. 



a charge for 
The Voucher 
is 
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is irregularly made up, but perhaps not fo as to render the charge irrecoverable ; 
but as the charge is for ffiort work, and as it appears by Mr. Dawfon’s Report, 
that an information has not been filed in the Excife Office for its recovery ; we 
recommend that it ffiould be abated. 

John SC J. M'Chean, - - 1807: £. 6 j'j. 5. — Spirit Duty. — This fum has 
been returned to us as the amount of the arrear due by thefe Dillillers, but. we 
apprehend that it has been miffated, and that the true amount is as follows : 
February 1807 - - - £. 562 9 4 

May 178 2 — 



740 11 4 



The charge of £. 562. 9. 4. is for ffiort work in the four weeks ending 2 2d 
February 1807. That of £. 178. 2. is for ffiort work in the four weeks ending 
17th May 1807. 

The whole of the latter charge and £. 2.29. 13. 4. of the former, have been 
ordered to be allowed to thefe Diffillers, as having accrued in confequence of 
accidents, by which they were prevented from working their Still; but the Pro- 
■Colleftor Hates, that the order of allowance not having fpecified in what manner 
credit was to be taken for its amount, it Hill continued a charge againft the col- 
lection. With refpeft to the refidue, amounting to £. 332. 16. though the 
ffiort work may have been partly occafioned by the improper fetting of the Still 
and Math Kiev©, as appeal's to have been fuggefted, yet the Law does not warrant 
any abatement on that account ; as however it is Hated by the Pro-Collector that 
an information has not been filed for the recovery of the charge, and it is doubt- 
ful whether the Voucher was returned in due time to the Excife Office, the day 
of its receipt not being entered thereon, as it ought to be ; we do not think it 
would be expedient to take proceedings on account of it in the Exchequer. We 
are therefore of opinion that the whole of thefe charges ffiould be abated. 

Morhj Quinn-, April 26th 1807 : — £. 2,632. 18. 8. — Spirit Duty. — This is a 
charge for ffiort work in Spirits, in the four weeks ending 26th April 1 808. It ap- 
pears by the depofition taken before the Sub-Commiffioners, who, in purfnance 
of an order of the Board of Excife, dated 17th November 1807, examined the 
charges of duty returned againft DiHillers in tins Diftrift, and alfo by their 
Report, that Quinn had irregularly recommenced diddling after having ferved a 
notice of difeontinuance, and that this charge was brought for the time the Still 
was lilent, in confequence of fuch difeontinuance; it alfo appears that the 
Voucher was returned, and figned by an Officer who was not then in charge of the 
DiHillery. Under thefe circumdances we are of opinion that this charge iliould 
be firuck off as erroneous. 

D° - D° - - £. 686. 16. 8. — Spirit Duty. — This fum is compofed 
of three feveral charges of duty incurred on account of Waffi not worked off in 
due time, in the three fuccefiive weeks, ending 17th May 1807. The Vouchers 
do not appear to have been returned into the Excife Office before 3d of June 
1807, and consequently not within the time preferibed by Law ; and it appears 
from the depofition taken before the Sub-Commiffioners already referred to, that 
thefe charges were incurred in confequence of accident. We are therefore of 
opinion that they ffiould be abated. 

D° - - - - May — *£.891. 16. — Spirit Duty. — This is a charge 
of duty on 4,116 gallons of Spirits, ffiort worked in the four weeks ending 24th 
May 1807. This charge appears to have been erroneoufly returned, in as much 
as the Officer omitted to give the Dilliller credit in his month’s work for 3,170 
gallons of Spirits, being the quantity brought to charge in the three firff weeks of 
the period, on account of Waffi not worked off in due time, and the charge of 
duty in refpeft to which amounting to £. 686 . 16. 8. we have already recom- 
mended ffiould be abated. Allowing therefore the Diffiller for the 3,170 gal- 
lons, the charge of ffiort work would amount to £. 204. 19. 4, being the duty 
on 946 gallons, from which however the Diffiller appeal's to be entitled to be re- 
lieved, in confequence of his Still having been filent during different periods of 
the month. We are therefore of opinion that this charge ffiould be abated. 

Morty 
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Morty Qilinn-, J une 21ft: ■£. 1,729. 4. 4. ) Spirit Duty. — Thefe charges are 
D“ - Auguft 30th : 2,030. 12. o.> for fliort work in the three periods 

D - Sept. 27th: 1,032. 8. 4.) of 4 weeks, ending refpt&ively 21ft 

June, 30th Auguft, and 27th September 1807. It appears to have been proved 
before the Sub-Commiftkmers, that in confequence of various accidents the Still 
wasfilent for a contiderable length of time during each of thefe periods, and the 
Examiner of Gaugers books, in his Report of March 19th 1808, feems to confider 
that from the time the Still was fo filent, the allowance claimed by the Diftiller 
was not unreafonable. We are therefore of opinion that thefe charges lliould be 
abated. 



D" - Feb. - 1808: £. 449. 12. 5. — This fum is the balance of a charge 
of duty amounting to ,£.2,488. 12. 8. remaining due after the fale of the 
frock, utenfils, &c. belonging to the Diftiller, who, it appears from the Colle&or’s 
Arrear Account for the quarter ending 5th April 1 808, had failed and become 
a bankrupt. This fum lliould be placed on the Infolvent Lift. 

D° - March - D«: — ^£. 2,631. 12. 8. — Spirit Duty. — -This is a charge 
for fliort work in the four weeks ending the 6th March 1808. during which period 
it appears by the Colle&or’s Arrear Account above-mentioned, and the evidence 
of the Pro-Collector, that the Diftillery had been actually under feizure, and no 
work could be carried on therein. This is therefore an erroneous charge. 

V/ m Fitzgerald j - I> - D°: j£. 554. ig. 8. — This fum is the amount of the 
duty charged upon this Diftiller, in the fevera! periods of 28 days refpectively, 
ending 23d of March, 24th May, and 21ft June 1807. It appears that in efti- 
mating the content of his Still, the content of a certain pipe, by which the head 
of the Still was conne&ed with the worm, was included ; and it appears from the 
Report of the Examiner of Gaugers books, by whom the drawing of the Still was 
examined, that the content of this pipe ought not to have been charged. It 
alfo appears by the Report of the Sub-Commiflioners already referred to, that the 
charge of duty in refpeft to this pipe, exceeded the charge brought for fliort 
work. We are therefore of opinion that this charge lliould be abated. 

Mich 1 Cormick ; from Sept. 1806 to Sept. 1807 1,887. ii- 6.— Spirit 

Duty. — The a&ual amount of the arrear incurred by the Diftiller in this period, 
is £. 2,102. ig. 4. and confifted of the following charges : 

June — <£.141. 18. 4. — Spirit Duty. — This is a charge of 
duty for fhort work in the four weeks ending 7th June 1807, which it appears by 
the flock book was erroneoufly returned againft the Diftiller, in as much as cre- 
dit was not given him in his month’s work for a quantity of Wafh charged 
againft him as not having been worked off in due time; befidcs, on infpecting 
the Voucher, we find it to have been returned to the Collector on 3d day of 
July 1807, and confequently though the charge was well founded, it could only, 
we conceive, be fupported as a furcharge; but it has not been returned or acted 
upon as fuch, and therefore ought to be abated as erroneous. 



P° - - - Auguft: — £.1,112. 11. 8.7 c • •*. . T i r , r 

D- Sept: 848 q„ J SP"-' 4 Du ty.-Thefc arc alfo 

* y J charges of duty for fliort work 
in the four weeks, ending refpeaively the 30th Auguft and 27th September 1807. 
Refides that the Vouchers in thefe cafes are in Correa, the Diftiller was in both 
periods interrupted in his work for a confiderable time, in confequence of various 
accidents having happened to his Copper, Worm, and Still; the.Sub-Commifiion- 
ers however not having, as it is ftated to us, afeertained the precife quantity of the 
mort work occafioned by thefe fatalities,, a reference was made to the Examiner of 
Gaugers books, who reported, that taking into ..coitfidemtion the time the Still 
was blent during thefe two periods, the deficiency of 'work did not appear to be 
out of proportion thereto. Thefe charges we ariy thyrofqre of opinion lliould be 
abated. . '• • • - - 



Mich 1 Cormick:, Odober 1 806 : £.20,0. ok 4f.--l.Malt Duty.— We have not 
leceived any Voucher exadly applicable to this Turn: -but we find that there is a 
charge of duty outftanding againft Cormick /or fliort work in Malt, in the year 
ending 29th September 1806, amounting tp ,f. lift. 6. for the recovery of which, 
however, it appears from the Report of Mr. Paul Dawfon, that an information 
has not been filed. We therefore recommend that’this charge lliould be abated. 



Mich i 
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Mich 1 Cormkk ; 12th l)ec* 1807 : £. 2, .523. 2. 2.— Spirit Duty.— This charge 
originally amounted to £. 2,909. 3. 8. of which the Diftiller paid £. 386. 1. 6. 
leaving unpaid the arrear now outftanding ; and having, as we are informed by 
the Examiner of Excii'e, a claim to the amount of £. 215. 7. 10. on account of a 
f irmer allowance made to him by the Board, but for which he had not got credit. 
Allowing him therefore this fum, and the payment above-mentioned, there would 
Temain due by him a balance of,£. 2 > 3 ° 7 - M- 4 - of which a fum of ,£'.2,306. 8. 4. is 
charged for fliort work, in the four weeks ending 12th December 1807. It appears 
by the ftock book, that the Still was fdent for 14 days of this period, an allowance 
in proportion to which would amount to £. 1,643. 8 - 4- which fum, together with 
the above-mentioned £.215. 7. 10. we propofe ihould be abated; and as it ap- 
pears, upon a reference made at our defire to the Collector, that Cormkk is a cer- 
tified bankrupt, and altogether info-1 vent, we propofe that the collection fliould be 
relieved from the whole charge, and the balance of £. 664. 6. placed on the 
Infolvent Lift. 

Rich* Cooke-, 27th September i'8o'8 : £. 197. 3. 4. — Spirit Duty.— This is a 
charge of duty for fliort work in Spirits, in the four weeks ending 27th Septem- 
ber 1806; but it appears to have been irregularly returned, in as much as it 
fliould have been contained in the V oucher for the t barge of the fourth week and 
as a part thereof ; whereas it is ftated in a feparate Voucher, and as a monthly 
charge, and wen the Voucher is not returned within the time preferibed by Law. 
We are of opinion that this charge Ihould be abated. 

W. R. Vaughan-, December 1806.: .£. 1,217.. o. 4. — Spirit Duty. — This is a 
•charge for fliort work in Spirits, in the four weeks ending the 1 4th December 
.1 806, for relieving the Diftiller, from which we do not find that there has been 
any fufficient reafon alledged. However, it appears that fince it w as incurred, 
be has become a bankrupt, and therefore it ought to be placed on the Infolvent 
Lift. 

D® - - 1807, January; £. 1,844. * 4 - Spirit Duty- — Thefe are 

iy .... February; - 7 96. 5. o.> charges for fliort work in 

- - - - March - - 1,408. 19. 9.) Spirits, in the 28 days ending 
refpe&ively nth January, 8th February and 8th March 1807. It appears from 
the depofitions taken before the Sub-Commiflioners, that various accidents oc- 
curred to prevent the Diftiller working during thefe periods ; but the proofs that 
were made were not in every inftance fufficiently precife to (hew what allowances 
lie was entitled to on account thereof. It appears, however, from a Report made 
by the. Commiffioners of Excifeto the Lords of the Treafury, dated April 28th 
1808, in refpeft to certain arrears outftanding in this Diftrict, that Vaughan had 
not obtained a licence for the Still worked by him between 1 ft January and 9th 
March, in the year 1807, and therefore thefe charges are not recoverable. The 
Commiflioners add, that they have called upon the Surveyor and Gauger who 
were in charge of Vaughan’s Diftillery, to account for their conduct in fullering 
him to work without being licenfed. 

D® - - June £. 1x2. o. 9. — Spirit Duty. — This charge is for 

Wafli not worked off in due time. It appears from the Report made by the Soli- 
citor, dated 7th March 1808, that the Officer returned this charge as a fur- 
charge, inltead of including it in the charge for the week; but he ftates, that he 
does not confider the irregularity fo fatal as to render the charge irrecoverable. 
The Diftiller being, as we have already ftated, a bankrupt, this charge may be 
placed 011 the Infolvent Lift. 

D° - - D* ,£.1,941. 11. -Spirit Duty. — This is a charge of 

duty for fliort work in Spirits, irt the four w eeks ending28lh June 1807. It appears 
that on the 5th, 6th, 7 th, 8th, 14th, 15th, 19th and 20th days of June, and during 
the whole of the laft week of this period, the Still w’as filent, being prevented by 
accident from working; and the Examiner of Gaugers books reports, that confider- 
ing the above circumftances, the allowances claimed by the Diftiller arc not un- 
reafonable. We are therefore of opinion that this charge fliould be abated. 

D® - - D* - - * - £. 2,026. 9. 8. — Spirit Duty. — This is a charge of 
duty for fliort work in Spirits, in the four weeks ending 26th July 1807. it ap- 
pears from the depofitions taken before the Sub-Commiffioncrs, that the Still was 
lilent the greater part of this month, butt hat Vaughan was charged with duty 
234. Go as 
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ns if at work, on account of his not having ferved notice of difcontinuance. The 
Uomnuffioncrs however ftate in their Report to the Treafnry, already referred to, 
that the I)i(iil!er did not obtain his licence until about 13th July, and coufe- 
<|ucntly this charge is illegal and irrecoverable. 

U r . li. Vaughan', Auguft - £.2,9(14. 13. 0 . > Thefe are charges of duty for 

v° * - - 2,679. 14. 8. S iiiort work, in the four weeks 

•ending refpeftively the 23d of Auguft and 20th September 1807. During thefe 
refpeftive periods the Di ft i tier’s affairs were fo completely deranged that he was 
only able to work four days ; the duty charged on account whereof it appears he 
paid. 1 hefe charges therefore we con filler to be irrecoverable. 

CORK. EXCISE WINE DUTIES of t8o 4 . 

Sir Pat. O'Connor ; July 1804: £.225. 18. 5. -Sir Pat. O’Connor, in the 
Return of his ftock of Wines, as it flood on 10th Ju'y 1804, ftated, that he had 
in his own (lores 40 pipes, 2 lihds. of Port Wine, and’i quarter t alk and 1 ullage 
of Spanifh Wine; and in the King’s (tores 285 pipes, and 10 lihds. of Red Port 
Wine. The Officer charged Excife duty on the Wines only in the Dealer’s own 
ftores; for the recovery of this charge, as well as of tliofe that follow, the fame 
anea Cures ffiould be purfued as we have recommended, in refpeft to the arrears of 
the Wine duties of 1804, which are outftanding in the Diftrift of Dublin. 

A rminger Seal}) : £, 40. 18. o.-\ 

Sajkerd Brown : - 94. 11. 9. Thefe feveral charges were made accord- 

-]Vm Donaghue : — 32. t. 1. 1 ing to the Returns of the refpeftive Dealers; 

Simon Donovan: - 25. 1. 2. ? and we fee no objeftion that can be urged 

Jofeph Daly': - 15. 18. o. agaiufi their payment. 

Anne Pierce: - 19. 14. o. J 

John H e/t : £.21. 11. 7. — Of the charge againft this Dealer, which was 
made according to his own Return, and originally amounted to £. 43. 3. 2. ; part 
lias been paid ; but at what time, either he or any of the other Dealers of this 
Did rift made their payments we are Hot informed; he will be entitled however to 
di ('count on account thereof, in proportion to the amount of the duties paid before 
the refpeftive periods appointed bv Law for that purpofe. 

Sam 1 Pitchardfmi ; July 1804: £. 47. 18. 7 f . — This charge w ? as made accord- 
ing to the Merchant’s Return ; it originally amounted to .£.124. 12. 8. out of 
which Mi. Richard fon is entitled to be allowed £\ 3. 16. 5. being the amount 
•of the duties in Irilh money, at the rate of £. 7. Britiffi per ton on 127 gallons 
ol Spanifli Red Wine, which were charged at the rate of £. 16. 19. 8. Britilh 
per ton. He will alfo be entitled to difeount on his anticipated payments. 

A. Multan & Co ; July 1804 : £. 38. 12. — This charge was made according to 
the Merchant’s Return; it originally amounted to £.117. 3. 11. Difeount 
Ihould be allowed him on his anticipated payments. 

Ja" S, li "‘ Cotter ; July 1804: £.12. 18. 3 {. — This charge was made accord- 
ing to the Merchant’s Return. It originally amounted* to £,16 < 5 . 12. ij. 
Difeount fhould be allowed on his anticipated .payments. 

'Corn* Sullivan ; July 1804: £.34. o. r. — The charge in this cafe originally 
amounted to £.102. o. 3. and was made according to the Merchant’s Return. 
Difeount (hould be allowed him on bis anticipated payments. 

RidVNexoton: £.25. 5. 8. — This charge originally amounted to £. 46. 11. 6 }. 
end was made according to the Merchant’s Return, lie is entitled to difeount on 
bis anticipated payment, and alfo to an allowance , of £. 9. 16. 2. being the 
amount of the duties in Irifh money at' £.7, Britiffi per ton on 326 gal ons of 
Snani.'h Wine, which had been -charged with duty at. -the rate of £. 16. 19. 8. 
’Britilh per ton. 

Peter Mazier e - } July 1-804 ' £-26. 9. 4 i ' This. charge originally amounted 
■to £.79. 14. 3. and was made according to the Merchant’s Return. lie is 
'entitled to difeount on his anticipated payments. 

Luke Stretch: £.17. 17. 1. — Mr. Stretch included in his Return, and the 
Officer charged duty tliereon, 10 hi ids. of Port Wine, which he ftated that he 
had received from Mr. Sampayo on the 19th July 1804 ; but as thel'e Wines were 

not 
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notin Mr. Stretch's poffieffion on the loth day of that month, we confidcr the. 
charge made by the Officer to be in this reflect erroneous. T'lie allowance Mr. 
Stretch is entitled to on this account, will exceed the arrear outftauding; which 
may therefore be (truck out of the Account. 

S P I R I T I) V T V. 

V/alhcr SC Co. ; 1805: JO. 551 9 Thefe are fare barges brought by 

26 5 10 8{ f the Examiner of Guagers books, on 

r account of Walh not worked oft' in 

814 19 io| ) due time, the duties on which were 
omitted to be returned by the Officer in charge of this Ditiillery. The firft 
charge appears to have been incurred in the month of March 1805, but not to 
have been returned till the 12th October 1805 ; the fccond to have been incurred 
in the month of April 1805, but not to have been returned till the 24th December 
1805. The Act, viz. 40th Geo. III. c. 6;. under which thefe charges were au- 
thorized to be b-ought, expired on the 29th September 1805 ; and the Aft then 
in force, 45th Geo. III. e. 104. made no provifion for bringing to charge duties 
which had been incurred under the operation of the preceding Aft; of courfe 
thefe charges were brought againft the Trader at a time that no Law warranting 
their impofilion exifted. The Examiner of Excife in his Report, dated 5th May 
1809, dates, that informations were not filed in thefe cafes. We are of opinion 
that thefe charges fliould be abated. 

.77/0* llezcitt SC Co-, Dec. 1805: j£. 10;,. 18. 3L — Tins is a charge for fliort 
work'ln Spirits, incurred in the month of December 1805. It appears by the 
Colleftbr’s Arrear Account to have originally amounted to 1 46. 6. 61 . of 

which he Rates, that a fum of JO. 40. 3 . 3. was abated. The Examiner of 
Excife ftates, in his Report laft referred to, that informations have not been filed 
for the recovery of this charge, nor have we been able to procure a Voucher 
applicable to it. We therefore confider it to be irrecoverable. 

Edw d Mciunj -, 1805: JO. 32. 5. io{. — This fum is compofed of three charges 
of duty, amounting to j£. 10. 15. 3*. each, for fliort work incurred under the 
regulation of 40th Geo. III. c. 67. and returned in three common weekly 
Vouchers, and as the ordinary charges of the refpeftive weeks. It appears from 
the fame Report of the Examiner of Excife, already referred to, that informations 
were not filed in this cafe. Thefe charges we confider to be irrecoverable. 

A. Perrier-, 1805: JO- 22. it. 6. — This is a furcharge of duty incurred 12th 
January 1805, brought by the Examiner of Gaugers books; but no Return was 
made thereof until iotli Oftober 1805. This charge is therefore under the fame 
circumftances as thofe againft Walker and Co. and flioull be abated. 

C. II. L'.'flie SC Co. ; December 1806 : JO- 102, 7. 6. — Malt. — It appears from 
the Voucher returned in this cafe, that this is a charge of duty 411 189 barrels of 
Malt found on 24th Oftober 1806, by J. 1 >. Fitzsimmons, Infpeftor General, to 
bean increafe beyond the quantify charged againft the Maltfters; it affio appeal's, 
1 hat this Voucher was not returned into tjie Excife Office until 12th day of 
December following; whereas the ii'icreafe, if it actually exifted, which was, it 
teems, denied by the Malt tiers, ought to have been returned by the Officer in 
charge df t tie Maft-fioufe, as pert of the dharge for the month, and not, as 
*1 appears to have been the cafe, by Mr. Filzfimmons the Infpefting Officer. J he 

Examiner of Excife ftates, in his Report of 5th May 1809, that informations 
have not been, filed in this cafe. We confider the charge to be irrecoverable. 

Xfurtagh Hiordan -, Jan. 1808: JO. 75. 13. 3*. — Tobacco.— This is a charge 
of Excife duty on Tobacco ; the Colleftor in his Arrear Account ftates, that 
b -fore the Vouchers containing this charge had been returned to his Office, the 
Trader failed ; conveyed away his property by night, and abfeonded ; as alfo did 
bis l’eeiirity. This arrear may be placed on the Infolvent Lift. 

DR O Gil ED A. 

Gen. Ddahoyde -, May 1807 : ,£. 1,578. 8. 4.^ Spirit Duty,— The firft fum 

I)° - - Augu ft 340. iG. 4.5 is a charge of duty for fliort 

work 
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work in the fo ir weeks ending the 3d of May 1807, and the latter coniifis of 
a charge for lliort work in the four weeks ending 23d Auguft 1807, 

amounting to -JO- 165 19 4 

Ar.d of a charge for Wafli not worked off in due 

time within the fame period, amounting to - 1 74 1 7 0 

• . 31 ° *6 A 

It appears that informations had been filed and convictions obtained on account 
-of the non-payment of thefe charges ; to be relieved from which the Di 'tillers 
prefented a Memorial to the Board, Hating, that on the trials of the informations, 
they had fully and clearly proved, to the fatisfaction of the Sub-Commiflioners, that 
they had become chargeable as above-mentioned in confequence of unforefeen 
fatalities, and that the Sub-Commillioners had unanimoufiy certified the fame at. 
foot of each judgment, and ftrongly recommended the Petitioners to the cle- 
mency and confideration of the Board. It alfo appears by the flock books, with 
FefpeCt to the firft -mentioned period of four weeks, that the Still was filent and 
repairing two days between the gth and 16th of April, and filent 14 entire days 
^between the 17th and 30th April, both inclufive, in taking down the old Still and 
puttng up a new one, with which the Diftiller did not commence working until 
the 1 ft of May; and with refpeft to the laft-meutioned period of four weeks, that 
the Still was filent during different periods thereof, on account of building and 
repairing the chimney of the Diftillery. Under thefe circumftances we are of 
-opinion that thefe charges fhould be abated, and the collection relieved there- 
from. 



December £. 516. 10. 8. ->> Thefe are charges of duty for fhort work, 

332. *7. 4. for the penalties incurred, by the non-pay- 
January 1808 - - - 402. 7. o. [ meat of which the Collector Hates, that in- 

February ----- 183. 19. o. I formations were filed, and trials had before 

April ------- 368. 19. 8. j the Sub-Commiflioners on the 17th No- 

265. 12 ■ 8. J vember 1808; but that on faid trials the 



informations were difinifled and the parties acquitted. On examining the pro- 
ceedings before the Sub-Corn miffioners, it appears, that the merits of thefe cafes 
were not inveftigated, the informations having been difinifled on account of its 
appearing that the trials had been improperly adjourned from a former day. The 
collection fhould be relieved from thefe charges. 

P. Flynn-, June 1808: £. 2. 13. 9J. — Additional Duty on Spirits on hands 
June 10th 1808. — The Collector in his Arrear Account for the quarter ending 5th 
January 1809, ftates, that the time within which the Law requires informations to 
•be tried, elapfed before the information in this cafe could be brought to trial, from 
the want of Sub-Commiflioners in the Diftrict. This charge may therefore be 
ftruck out of the Account. 

DUNDALK. 

O. B. Bellingham ; 1798 : £. 980. 9. 6. — Malt Duty. — The prefent Collector 
in his Arrear Account for the quarter ending 5th January 1809, ftates, that this 
arrear accrued in the time of his predeceflor, and that before he took charge of 
the eolleCtion Mr. Bellingham died in infolvent circumftances. It alfo appears 
by the Report of the Examiner of Excife, dated 5th May 1809, that no Voucher 
<can be produced for the charge. We are therefore of opinion that it fhould be 
ftruck out of the Account. 

LIMERICK. 

Sundry Perfons; 10th June 1808; £. 597. 15 6. — This fum is the amount 
due, according to the Return of the Officers of Excife, by fundry Retailers of 
Spirits, on account of the additional duty of 10 d. per gallon, impofed thereon by 
the A6t of the 48th Geo. III. ch. 78. and directed to be charged on the quantity 
thereof that might appear from their own Returns or thofeof the Officers, which- 
ever of them contained the greateft quantity to have been in their nofiefiion on 
the 10th June 1808. The ACt, however, not having received the Koval A (lent 
until the 23d day of that month, a Return of the flock on hands, as it flood on 
the 10th, could not be accurately made by the Officers, and therefore it became 
necellary to charge the Dealers according to their own Returns. The collection 
therefore fhould be relieved to whatever amount the former ex cceds the latter. 
1 he fum for which the Collector is entitled to claim a difeharge on this account, 

is 
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is ftated by the Examiner of Excife to amount to £. 523. 17. 6 .; and with re- 
fpe6t to the balance of £. 73. 18. 1. it is an over-claim by the Colleftor. The 
Colleftor has, we underhand, been relieved to the amount of the above fum of 
.£.523. 17. 6. 

LOUGII REA. 

John Mahony-, June 1802: .£.457. 3 . 7 The ColleS or ftates, that Mahony 
July ... 477. 13.3 having become infolvent, all his 

'ffefts were fold, in order to pay the duties then due by him to the Crown ; but the 
produce thereof not being equal to difcbarge the whole amount then in arrear, 
he was in February 1808 attached and lodged in Galway Gaol, when he propofed 
to pay the fums now due by inftalments of £. 100. per annum ; and this propofal 
having been acceded to by the Commiffioners of Excife, the Solicitor informs us, 
that Mahony, in October 1808, conveyed to them a rent charge of £. xoo. per 
annum, payable out of certain premifes in the town of Loughrea, held by the 
Board of Ordnance and ufed as a Barrack. 

MARYBOROUGH. 

Tracy X Rickard/bn ; Feb. 1795: £. 126. 2. 11.— Spirit Duty.— The charge 
in this cafe originally amounted to £.260. 17. payment of which appeal’s to 
have been fecured by bond, and alfo by a deed of mortgage, dated 29th Sep- 
tember 1795, of certain tenements in the town of Mountmellick, in the Queen’s 
county. Richardfon, we are informed, is a Bankrupt, and that his Affignees are 
in receipt of the rents of the mortgaged premifes, which yield a profit of 
£. 40. 10. per annum. We recommend that the Affignees of the Bankrupt be 
called upon to pay over the profit rents in difcharge of the arrear due to the Crown, 
and in default thereof that proceedings fhould be taken to fell theeftate. 

/. &' H. Fitzpatrick ; Dec. 1796: £.656. 19. 10.— Spirit Duty.) It appears 
654. 18. 9. — Malt Duty. 3 by the Soli- 
citor’s Report, of the 24th September 1805, that on the 14th February 1798, a 
mortgage of certain premifes was executed by the Fitzpatricks to the Crown, for 
fecuring, by monthly inftalments of £.50. each, the payment of £.54.6. 18. 9. 
due by them for Excife duties on malt, and £.6 86, 19. 10. due for Excife 
duties on Strong Waters, making together £. 1,233. l8 - 7-5 that on the 14th 
January 1800, a leafe of the mortgaged premifes was granted to Patrick Fitz- 
patrick, of the city of Dublin, Engraver, at the yearly rent of ,£.204. 10. which 
was referved payable to the Colleftor, and of which, after dedu&ing thereout the 
head rents, there remained about £.65. per annum, applicable to the difcharge 
of the mortgage ; that it did not appear that any payments had ever been made 
on account thereof, and that the circumftances of the cafe w’ere extremely em- 
barraffed, by reafon of the number of perfons interefted in, and who claimed 
eftates in the mortgaged and leafed premifes. The Colle6tor„ in his Arrear 
Account for the quarter ending the 5th April 1805, ftates, that he is well informed, 
and has reafon to believe, that the property fecured to the Crown by this mortgage 
is of very confiderable value ; and that if the mortgage was fpeedily foreclofed, 
he trailed that the Revenue would not in this cafe fuftain ahy lofs ; no proceedings 
however, as the Solicitor informs us, have as yet been taken for this purpofe; we 
therefore recommend that enquiry fhould be made, without any further delay, as 
to the value of the eftate, and the claims of the different perfons interefted therein, 
and fuch meafures taken for enforcing paymentmf the amount due as the refult 
would appear to warrant. 

From what has been ftated, it appears that the fum for jvhich the mortgage was 
taken in 1 798, and which we fuppofe to be the true amount of the arrear, is lefs 
by £.78. than the amount of the two charges taken together as they are now 
ftated, and for Which credit is claimed by the Colle∨ and on infpe&ing the 
Arrear Accounts previous to September 1797, it appears that the charge of 
<£■654. 18. 9. was entered at .£.564. 18. 9.; but even this, we prefume, was 
not its real amount, as the Solicitor reprefents this charge to have been ftated in 
the mortgage at £’. 546. 18. 9. The colleftion ought therefore, we think, to be 
charged with £.78. on account of this over-claim. 

Marg £ullard-, July 1797 : £.527. 1. — Spirit Duty. - ) With refpeft to the 
96. o. — Malt Duty. 3 charge of £.527. 1. 
the Solicitor, in his Report of the 24th September 1805, ftates, that Margaret 

^ 34 - P p Fullard, 
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Fullard, and one of her fureties, Thomas Grattan of Edenderry, being dead, a 
writ of fcire facias had been iffiied againft Daniel Fitzpatrick, of Rhode in the 
King’s county, her other furety, on his bond for £ 300. That this writ had 
been twice renewed ; and the Sheriff having returned a Nil on the laft renewal 
that the fame had been filed, and another writ of fcire facias iffued, which was 
returnable on the firft day of the then next Term. But the Solicitor informs us, 
that from the want of fuflicient evidence, he was unable to bring this caufe to 
trial, the Voucher for the charge not being to be found, and the want of which 
he was not fooner aware of ; and the Examiner of Excife ftates, that he has not 
m his Office any Voucher of an earlier date than the year 1800. This charge 
therefore, as alfo that of the <£.96. for Malt duties, we confider to be irrecover- 
able. 

J . 8f //. Fitzpatrick, March 1798 : £.433. o. o.— Spirit Duty. 7 The Soli- 
T > 'H ’ ' , ~ci " . “ " ” ' io 4 - x 7 - 9 - — Malt Duty. | citor, in his 
Report of the 24th September 1805, ftates, that thefe fums were not fecuredby 
the mortgage above mentioned ; but that with refpeft to the fum of £ 48 q 
which we apprehend to have been the true amount of the arrear, and which was 
due for Excife duty on Spirits, proceedings bv writ of fcire facias had been 
laft againft the Diftillers and their fureties John Wyer and Nathaniel Hami»an 
of Tullamore, on their bond for £. 400. That this writ had been twice renewed 
and the Sheriff having returned Nils on the laft renewals that the fame had been 
filed, and another writ of fcire facias ift’ued, returnable on the firft dav of the 
then next Term-, to this fcire facias it appears, by the Solicitor’s Report of 6th 
March 1806, that the parties pleaded payment; but in this cafe, as in the pre- 
ceding no further proceedings could be had, the Voucher for the charge having 
been loft. With refpeft to the fum of £. 104. 17. 9 . which was due for Excife 
duty on Malt, the Solicitor, in his firft mentioned Report ftates, that at the 
time this arrear accrued Maltfters were not required, upon taking out their 
licences to give fecurity for payment of the duties ; and that it. did not appear 
that- judgment had been had againft the parties for the penalty incurred in this 
cafe by their non-payment. By the Colfeahr’s Arrear Account, dated the .,d 
September 1808, it appears that the Fitzpatricks had failed twice, and that on 
their lalt failure they had privately conveyed away their ftock, and quitted the 
country. Previous to. the Arrear Account for the quarter ending 5th January 
i8°6, the firft-mentioned charge was returned as amounting to .,£.483. but in 
the Account for that quarter and fubfequentlv, it has been ftated at £.aw. 
which we apprehend to be a miftake. We are of opinion that thefe charges 
mould be ltruck off as irrecoverable. 

Arth'MoUop, March l 799 :. £. 64. 10. 6,-Malt Duty. ) It appears by the 
£- 3 P 9 - l 5 >- °. Spirit Duty. 5 Solicitor’s Report of 
the 24th September 1805, which we have before referred to. that with refneft to 

lifn™ ° f /V' 30 r' 16 -' a T ' vrlt of facias had been iflued a-ainft Arthur 
Molloy and h,s fureties Lawrence Molloy, of Clonbad, and John Molfoy of 
Streamftown in the king s county ; that this writ had been twice renewed that 
on the laft renewal the Shcnff I, ad returned a Nil, which having be™ hied 
another fcire facias was ilfoed. To tins laft writ the Solicitor ftates that the 
S that from the want of the Voucher he could not proceed 

totnal. T he Voucher for the charge o( £.64. 10. 6. is alfo wanting. IVe are 
therefore of opinion that thefe arrears are irrecoverable. 

£c Cl £ ar ’ 0, t MarC r 1801 : •*■'* 5 - 5— Tobacco Duty.-It appears from 
the Colleflors Arrear Account, dated thez 4 th July igbz.that proceedings had 

bL I 1 !' 15 «*«**. »»< » warrant iffued "againft C?rroU, 

but that he bad abfeonded while the Surveyor of Excife was in charge of the 

Iufolvent Lift S " " ° Pm ' 0n t lat 11,13 am3r aould be P^ced on the 

r r k ’ V 

affidavit 
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affidavit of Eunionfon, Gauger, who ftates that Richardfon has left the 

country. This fum fhould be placed on the Infolvent Lift. 

Ja s Davies, April 1 803 t £. 125. 17.8. — Malt Duty, 'i With refpeft to 
791. 6. 5*. — Spirit Duty. > thefe charges, the 

1,348. 2. 6|. — D', Short work.) Solicitor, in his 
Report of the 24th September 1805, ftates, that a writ of fcire facias had been 
i fined againft Davies on his bond for £. 500. and had been twice renewed, and 
that on the laft renewal, the Sheriff having returned a Nil, the fame had been 
filed, and another fcire facias iffued. That a writ of fcire facias had likewife 
been iffued againft his fureties, John and Jofeph Lamb, of Ballingarry in the 
county of Tipperary, which had been returned and filed ; that it appeared that 
John Lamb was dead, and that Jcfeph Lamb had left the country, and gone to 
America, and that Davies was reprefented by the Co! left or to have fled thither 
alfo. On the 6th March 1806, the Solicitor further reports, that Judgment had 
been obtained againft Davies, but fubmits that, according to the reprefentation 
made by the Colleftor refpefting him, the fums due by him were infolvent. 
Before this period it appears, from the Colleftor’s Arrear Account for the quarter 
ending the 10th Oftober 1804, that Davies’s Still and utenfils had been fold by 
the Crown for the arrears due by him ; and in his Arrear Account for the quarter 
ending the 5th April 1805, he ftates, that Davies having heard that a Warrant of 
Attachment had been iffued againft him, had, as he was informed, gone to 
America. We are of opinion, that under thefe circumftances thefe arrears 
fhould be placed on the Infolvent Lift. 

James June 1803: £. 1 . !S. 6. 1 Spirit Duty ._ With refpea t0 

----- 1,12.4. 8. ° 2 .) t ] ie f e charges, it appears from the 

Colleftor’s Arrear Account for the quarter ending the ioth Oftober 1804, that in 
confequence of judgments of conviftion againft Hevey, Warrants had been 
iffued, but that the Officer in charge of his Diftillery had granted permits, by 
which his Spirits had been conveyed away, and that his utenfils had been ftolen ; 
and it alfo appears, from the Solicitor’s Report of the 24th September 1805, that a 
writ of fcire facias had been iffued on Hevey’s bond for £. 500. againft him 
and bis fureties, Thomas Tomlinfon and Robert Jackfon of Edenderry, and by 
fubfequent Reports, that faid feire facias had been renewed without effeft. And 
it further appears from the Colleftor’s Arrear Account, dated 13th Oftober 1808, 
that Hevey had gone to America. We are therefore of opinion that thefe 
arrears fhould be placed on the Infolvent Lift. 

Ja‘ O' Flanagan - } Nov. 1803: £. 50. 8. Spirit Duty. — The Solicitor in 

Feb. 1804: - 500. o. o. (his Report of the 24 th Sep tem- 
April - - 1,231. 6. io£. fber 1805, ftates, that the charge 
May - - 522. 6. o. Jof £-o°- 8. 7l> accrued in the 

lifetime of Jofeph O’Flanagan the father of James, and who had been alfo a 
Diftiller, and who died in January 1804. It appears from the Report made by 
the Solicitor on 24th September 1805, already referred to, that in February 1804, 
informations had been filed in the Excife Office againft James O’Flanagan, in 
order to recover the penalties incurred by his father in confequence of the non- 
payment of certain duties charged againft him in the feveral weeks ending 
31ft December 1803, and the 7th, 14th and 21ft January 1804. that he had 
fubmitted to thefe informations, and that judgment of convi6tion had been given 
ao-ainft him ; that afterwards he had appealed from thefe Judgments to the Com- 
rciffioners of Appeals, and that it having appeared in the courfe of the argument 
on the Appeals, that the merits of thefe cafes had not been tried, the Court 
remanded them for new trials, but that Counfel had advifed that no further 
proceeding fhould be taken thereon. That it alfo appears that the charge of 
£.50. 8. 7! . had been incurred by Jofeph O’Flanagan the father, and that not 
baying been included in any of the above-mentioned informations, the Solicitor 
propofed to take proceedings for its recovery on his bond. With refpeft to the 
charges for £, 500, £. 1,231. 6. io|. and £.522. 6. due by James him felf, it 
appears from the fame Report, that fix feveral informations had been filed againft 
him for the recovery of the penalties incurred by their non-payment, and 
judgments of conviftion obtained in each ; that thefe judgments were on appeal 
"reverfed, fo far as related to the penalty of double duty, but affirmed for the 
pcualty of £.20. which be had incurred by not making due entry of the duties 
with which lie was chargeable; that it was fuggefted by the Solicitor, that 

£■ 500- 
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•£■■ 5 oo. of the arrears due by James, might be recovered by filing him on his 
bond, and that as to the remainder, the only mode of proceeding for their reco- 
very would be by an information in the Exchequer, but that lx fore the expence 
of filch a proceeding was incurred, it would be proper for the Colleftor to enquire 
into the circumftances of James O’Flanagan, and report whether he was folvent. 
In the meantime, it appears Pom the Solicitors Report of 6 th March 1806, that 
writs of feire facias were iffued again ft the fureties of Jofeph O’Flanagan, and 
againft James O’ Flanagan and his fureties; but he informs us that nothin" was 
ever recovered from them, as no property could be found. Thefe charges we 
recommend to be {truck off as irrecoverable. 



Ja s O' Flanagan-, Jan. 1804 : £. 154. 14. o.V 
April - - 206. 5. 4. I 

— 255. II. 2.1 

May - - - 154. 14. o. [ 
June - - - 51. 11. 4. 
July ... 83. 9. 9 J 
placed on the Infolvent Lift. 



Malt Duty. —The firftofthefe 
charges we think was probably 
incurred by Jofeph O Flana- 
gan, the father. The whole of 
them however may, under the 
circumftances already ftated, be 



Mich! Hackett April 1804 : £. 7. 1 1. 8.— Malt Duty.— The Collector in his 
Arrear Account for the quarter ending 5th July 1805, Hates, that an information 
had been filed for recovery of this charge, but this is contradicted by a fucceed- 
ing Collector in his Arrear Account for the quarter ending the icth October 
1808. The Examiner of Excife, in his Report on the arrears of this Diftricl, 
dated 7th March 1809, Hates this to be a furcharge, payment of which had been 
difputed by the Trader, and that an information had not been filed for its recovery. 
We are therefore of opinion that the charge is irrecoverable. 



W™ Smith-, June 1804: £ 138. 9. if.} Spirit Duty.— The firft fum is a 
- D° - July & Sept 1 : 166. 8. o. j balance of Excife duties on Strong 
Waters originally amounting to £. 1,550. 4. 5. the latter a balance of a lur- 
charge for fhort work on Spirits, amounting to £. 705. o. 8. both of which, as 
appears by the Collector's Arrear Account for the quarter ending 5th April 1805, 
remained unpaid after the feizure and fale of all the Diftiller’s eiiefts. By the 
Solicitor’s Report, dated 6th of March 1 806, it appears that a writ of feire facias 
had been iffued on his bond, but the Solicitor informs us, that no further pro- 
ceei ; - were taken againft him or his fureties, as it could not be difeovered that 
they had any property. We are of opinion that both of thefe charges ihould be 
placed on the Infolvent Lift. 



Edzr- Dudley ; October 1806: £. 356. 19. 2.— Malt Duty.— This is a charge 
for Ihort work in Malt, in the year ending 29th September 1806. The Return m 
fuch a cafe is directed by Law to be made within 20 days after the 29th day of 
September in every year ; but by the Collector's Arrear Account for the q , alter 
ending 5th January 1807, it appears that Dudley had become bankrupt, and had 
fled to America in the month of May preceding". This arrear tliould be ftrack 
off as irrecoverable. 

Jfaac Darley ; June 1804: ,£.4. 16. IT— Wine Excife.—' TheCoileaor in his 
Arrear Account, of the 10th October 1804, Hates that this man had ran atvay and 
left no kind of property. We are of opinion that this arrear Ihould be nlaced 011 
the Infolvent Lift. 

Sundry Perfons; 1808 : £. 8. 3. 5.— Spirit Duty.— This fum is due by fundrv 
perfons, and is ftated m the Account tranfmitted to us as infolvent. We therefore 
recommended that it Ihould be placed on the Infolvent Lift. 

John Walpole -, October 1798 : £ 58.— Malt Duty.— The charge of duty ori- 
ginally amounted to£. 133. 14. S. The Collector in his Arrear Account, dated 
the 24th July 1 802, dates, that an information had been filed in due time for the 
recovery of this charge, and that warrants on the judgments obtained on fuch 
information had been delivered to the Officer of the Walk, ami that a quantity of 
Malt, of the difpofa! of which he had not yet had any account, had been feized 
by the Surveyor. In his Arrear Account for the quarter ending the 10th of 
October 1804, the fum in arrear continues tile fame, but the Collector dotes that 
by the Board’s order the amount thereof was to be flopped out of Hie Officers 
falanes; and by the Arrear Account for the quarter ending 5th January 1808, it 

appears. 
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appears, that by means of fuch lloppages the fum in arrear was reduced to that 
which is now outftamling, and which, it is ftated, is to be liquidated by deductions 
from the fa 1 ary of William Taylor, a fuperannuated Surveyor. 

Geo. Birch-, Jan y 1807: £. 1,125. o.A Spirit Duty. — Thefe are charges 
Feb r - - - 1,803. 19. 4. ( for ffiort work, in the four weeks 
March - - 2,092. 15. 8. f ending refpeftively 25th January, 

April - - - 1,222.13.0.' 22d February, 22d March and 19th 
April 1807. It appears that, in order to be relieved from thefe charges the Dif- 
tilier, on 14th May 1807, preferred a Memorial to the Board of Excife, 
ftating, that the lhort work returned againft him arofe, as he conceived, from his 
having ufed turf in his Diftillery inftead of coals, and from an error in the con- 
ftruction of the head of his Still ; and that during the refpeftive periods above- 
mentioned he had not made, direftly or indireftly, more Spirits than had been 
aftuafiy brought to charge, and the duty thereon paid, and this faft he and his 
principal Diftiller verify upon oath. But the Commifiioners of Excife are only 
empowered by Law to abate the quantity of Spirits chargeable againft any Diftil- 46 Geo lit 
ler, when it iliould appear that he had been prevented working by fome fatality or c ' 68, 
unforefeen accident, and fuch was the opinion of the Solicitor, and alfo ofCounfel, 
to whom he fuggefted the expediency of having this cafe referred. By the Solici- 
tor’s Report to the Board of Excife, dated nth December 1807, it appears, that 
in confequence of information not having been filed in the Excife Office, to en- 
force payment of thefe charges, he recommended that the Diftiller lhould be fued 
upon his bond, and ftates that writs of feire facias have been accordingly ifiued 
againft him and his fureties. On examining, however, the Vouchers for the feve- 
ral charges, which the Solicitor informed us he had not feen before we produced 
them to him, they feem to be fo defeftive that, in our opinion, the fuit that has 
been commenced cannot be maintained upon their evidence. 

By the 7th feftion of the Aft above referred to, it is provided, that every Dif- 
tiller ffiall, with two fureties, enter into a bond to His Majefty, conditioned for 
the payment of all fuch fum or fums of money as ffiall be chargeable by Law on 
fuch diftiller for the duties on Spirits or Strong Waters diftilled by him, or with 
which he ffiall be charged, under or by virtue of that Aft or of any other Aft 
or Afts in force in Ireland relating to fuch duties; and by the 49th feftion of the 
fame Aft, the Officer in charge of any Diftilleries direfted in the laft week of 
every period of four working weeks or 28 days, to make a Return and Charge upon 
the Diftiller of fuch quantities of Spirits and the duties thereon, as with the 
quantities comprized in the Return of Spirits diftilled by fuch Diftiller during the 
three preceding weeks, ffiall amount to the full quantity of Spirits for which he 
is chargeable with duty for fuch period of four weeks ; and a penalty is impofed 
upon the Diftiller of £. 20. and double the duty fo charged, in cafe of the non- 
payment thereof within fix days after fuch Return fliall have been made ; but in- 
ftead of charging the Diftiller in the manner preferibed by this Aft, the Officer 
in the fourth week of each period or four weeks, made two diftinft Returns, one 
containing the quantity of Spirits aftually diftilled by him within fuch week, and 
ftating it to be the amount for which he w as chargeable with duty, and the 
duty fo charged has been paid ; the other, with the intention, it would feem, of 
ftat ing the quantity of Spirits w ith which the Diftiller w as chargeable by Law in 
each period of four weeks, and the quantity aftually diftilled by him during fuch 
period, and of charging him with the deficiency ; but even this ftatement has not 
been made with fufficient certainty or precifion, and befides that thefe laft-men- 
tioned Returns appear to be in other refpefis erroneous, they as well as all the 
other Vouchers that have been produced to us from the Office of the Examiner of 
Excife, relating to the charges made upon this Diftiller during thefe four fucceffive 
months, are without the date either of the year or the month, fo as to ffiew at 
what time they were made up by the Officer; nor does it appear at what time 
they were returned into the Excife Office, but this latter objection would not wo 
conceive be fatal to the charge, if the Vouchers remaining in the Colleftor’s 
Office ffiould appear to have been regularly returned ; neither can Vhefe fifth Re- 
turns, as they may be termed, be fupported, we apprehend, as furcharges of duty 
under the provifion of 67 feft. of the ferae Aft, no Report thereof having been 
made to the Commifiioners of Excife, nor have they been afted upon as fuch. 

Upon the whole therefore of this cafe, we are of opinion that thefe charges fliould 
be vacated. 

234. Q q ' 
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John Carr ; a balance of £. 826. ti. 8{ — This fum is a balance of duties to 
a large amount brought to charge againft this Trader, and remaining due after the 
fale of his flock of Malt and Spirits, the produce of which was applied in dif- 
charge of bis debt to the Crown, after confiderable allowances made to hint by 
the Board of Excife. With refpeft to this arrear it is, we underfland, to be paid by 
inflalments in 12 and 18 months. 

N E W R Y. 

Pat. O' Hanlon-, July 1804: £. 100. 8. 9. — Wine Duty 1804.- — This arrear is 
due on account of the duties charged under the Aft of 44th Geo. III. c. 67. on the 
quantity of Wines returned by Mr. O’Hanlon, as having been in his poffeffion on 
the 10th July 1804. The charge originally amounted to £.6gi. 17. 10. of 
which O’Hanlon paid at fundry times £. 401. 6. o. and was allowed 
£. 190. 3. 1. as on account of the duties which had been charged on his flock of 
Spanifh Red Wines at ,£.16. 19.8. per ton, inflead of £. 9. 19. 8.; but as the 
quantity of Spanilh Red Wine returned by him amounted to 7,656 gallons, 6,319 
gallons of which it appears, by an account fiirnifhed by the Col left or, were charged 
at<£\i6. 19. 8. Britifh per ton; and 1,337 gallons at £.16. 19. 8. Irifh per 
ton ; Mr O’Hanlon ought to have been allowed £. 7. Britifh per ton, on 6,319 
gallons, and £. 7. Irifh per ton on 1,337 gallons, together amounting to 
£. 227. 5. 10. in Irifh money, confequently he is entitled to an additional allow- 
ance on this account of „£\ 37.2.9.; and he is alfo entitled to an allowance of 
£. 2. 5. 8. being the difcount on his anticipated payments. Thefe allowances, 
amounting to £. 39. 8. 5. being dedufted from the arrear outftanding, will leave 
a balance due by Mr. O’Hanlon of £.61. o. 4. 

Den' Caulfield K Co . ; Jan. 1 8- 8 : £. 1,314. 17. 11. — Spirit Duty. — It appears 
from the ftock book that thefe Diftillers were chargeable, in the week ending 27th 
December 1807, with duty on 2,241 gallons of Spirits, for Wafh not worked off in 
due time; and in the week ending the 3d January 1808, with duty on 3,810 
gallons of Spirits for fhort work in the four weeks ending on that day, making 
together £. 1,311. I. o. and being, as we apprehend, the true amount of the 
arrear now outftanding. It appears alfo by the flock book, that in cpnfequence of 
accident the Still was filent on 12th of December for about 24 hours, and from 
four o’clock in the evening of 1 6th December until the morning of the 26th. 
Proof, upon oath, of the accident, and of the time the Still was filent, appears to 
have been made by the Difliller, and confidering the time the Still was fo filent, 
and that the charge for the Wafh not worked off in due time was incurred in eon- 
fequence of the accident alluded to; we are of opinion that this Difliller is 
entitled to be allowed the amount of both thefe charges. The Collector appears 
to have regularly filed informations in the Excife Office to enforce their pay- 
ment, and notice of trial was ferved, but the proceedings were fuipended by order 
of the Board ofExcife. We are however of opinion, that the informations could 
not be maintained on the evidence of the Vouchers, inafmuch as they were not 
returned to the Excife Office within the time preferibed by Law. By 46th Geo. 
III. c. 88. fee. 66. “ The Officer in charge of the Diflillery of any Difliller is 
required, once in a week, on or after the Tuefday in every week, to make 
a Return in writing to the Colleftor of the Diflrift in which fuch Diflillery is 
fituate, of the quantity of Spirits for which fuch Difliller is chargeable with duty, 
and of the net duty thereon, for the week commencing on the Monday next but 
one fucceeding fuch Tuefday ; and fuch Return, a true copy of which the 
Officer is required to leave with the Diftiller, is made a charge of duty upon him 
for fuch week ; on non-payment whereof, within fix days from the lafl day of the 
week for w hich the Return ffiall be made, a penalty of £. 20. and double the 
amount of the duty fo charged is impofed upon the Difliller.” In order to 
charge the Difliller with the penalty, for the recovery of which only proceedings 
can be had in the Excife Office, we conceive that the direftions of the Aft mutt 
be flr.ftly complied with ; but as it appears from the entries in the Vouchers, for 
the charges of the weeks ending rel'pefitively on Sunday 27th December 1807, and 
on Sunday 3d January 1808, that they were not returned to the Cofeftor until 
the n th day of the latter month, and confequently not within the period the Law 
preferibed; we are of opinion they ihould be abated. 

WATER- 
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WATERFORD. 

Geo. Folliot; July 1805: £. 504. 18. 6. — Spirit Duty. — The Colleftor, in his 
Arrear Account of the 5th July 1806, ftates, that the original charge was reduced 
to the fum now outftanding by the fale of the Diftiller’s flock and utenfils, which 
produced 3,936. 10. 7f. ; and in a fubfequent Arrear Account it is ftated, 
that the Diftiller had become bankrupt, and that a commiffion of bankruptcy 
had been iffued again ft him on or about the month of July 1805. We are of 
opinion that this arrear fhould be placed on the Infolvent Lift. 

WICKLOW. 

Tko‘ Southern ; April 1800: £. 346. 2. 6.— This is a furcharge of duty on 
Spirits, but on what account it was brought does not diftin&ly appear, as no 
Voucher applicable to it can be found. The Collector, in his Arrear Account, 
ftates, that judgment of conviftion had been obtained againft Southern on account 
of its non-payment, and a warrant iffued to levy the penalty, but that proceedings 
were fufpended by the Board’s order of 25th May 1808 ; and it appears from the 
Report of the Examiner of Excife, dated the 27th April 1 809, that the Diftiller, in 
confequence of various fines impofed upon him, and a feries of other misfortunes, 
was reduced to a date of infolvency, fo that when the cafes in which he was 
fined were brought before the Commiffioners of Appeal, they recommend the 
Diftiller to the clemency of the Board. This Officer alfo informs us, that from 
the enquiries he has made perfonally in the town of Wicklow, refpe&ing the 
date of this man’s affairs, he confiders him unable to difcharge this arrear. W e 
are therefore of opinion that it fhould be placed on the Infolvent Lift. 



ABSTRACT of the foregoing Arrears of Excife; diftinguilhed under the 
refpective Heads of Infolvent, Abated, Doubtful, and Recoverable. 



Dift.itfs. 


1.6.1. 






Abated. 


Doubtful. 


Recoverable. 


TOTAL. 




£. 




d. 


£. 




d. 


c ■ <<■ 


£■ 


t. i. 


£- 


f. 


d. 


Dublin 


1,326 


6 


ii 


» 5 , 49 « 


17 


95 




15,341 


13 8i 


32,158 


17 


7 h 


Athlone 


1,189 


6 


4 * 


541 


19 


1 


- - - 


- 


* 


1,731 


5 


5 i 


Carlow 


3 * 


13 


9 


5,545 


9 


2 


. - . 


- 


- 


5,577 


2 


11 


Clonmell 


3,768 


»7 


6 


32,335 


17 


Si 


- - ■ - 


* 


- 


36,104 


14 


9 i 


Cork --- 


75 


*3 


3 i 


1,109 


12 


9 


- - - 


667 


5 5 h 


1,852 


11 


6 


Drogheda — 


- - 




- 


3,992 


4 


92 


- - - 


- 


' 


3,992 


4 


9 & 


Dundalk 


- 




- 


980 


9 


6 


- - - 


- 




980 


9 


6 


Limerick 


- 




- 
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17 


6 
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73 


18 — 
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15 


6 
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- 


- 




- 
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934 


16 


— 
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- 
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6 


4 
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61 
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8 


Waterford - 
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18 


6 


- 




- 


- - - 
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- 


504 


18 


6 
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346 


2 


6 
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* 


346 


2 


6 
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Office of Enquiry, 
Dominick-ftreet, Dublin, 
March 23d 1810. 
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APPENDIX. 



CASE to advife as to the expediency of taking further proceedings for recovery 
of the Balance due by George Martin, Efq. late Collector of the Port of Dublin. 

MR. MARTIN having been appointed Collector of the Port of Dublin, entered into 
four feparate bonds to His Majefty, with different fureties on each, bearing date refpedtively 
thentn day of Auguft 1764, and each in the penalty of £.2,000.; conditioned, that the 
faid George Martin (houid well and truly difcharge his trult as Collector, and account for 
and pay all fuch fums as he lhould receive for the ule of His Majefty, to the proper Officer 
appointed to receive the fame. 

The faid George Martin afterwards became infohent, and fince died without leaving any 
property whatever; and the balance originally due by him to the Crown, amounted to 
upwards of £. 15,000. 

On the failure of the faid Martin, his different fureties were reforted to ; again!! whom 
feveral proceedings at Law were taken. 

In the year 1805, a fuui of .£.800. was recovered from the reprefen tat ive of a Mr. Wilkin- 
fon, one of the faid fureties, and which is the laft and only money that can be now recovered, 
the other fureties having paid the full amount of their bonds, by means whereof the original 
balance of upwards of £.15,000. has been reduced to a fum of £.9,550. 

Counfel is requefted to confider this cafe, and advife whether any further 
proceedings can be had for recovery of the remainder of the balance due by the 
laid George Martin. 



It would be a wafte of money to proceed further in this cafe, confcquently all further 
proceedings lhould be difcontinued. 

Peter Burrorccs, 

13th April 1807. 

There does not appear to me any ground for further proceedings for recovery of the 
balance due of George Martin. 

II. D. Grady. 



I concur with the Board’s Counfel. 

IV. C. Phmket, 

April 16th, 1807. 

I concur in the above opinion. 

JV m Saurin, 

29th O&ober 1807. 



C. M. Ormjly, 

29th October 1807. 



CASE to advife as to the expediency of proceeding for recovery of the Balance 
returned to be due by William Travers, Efq, late Coliedtor of Naas." 

On Mr. Travers being appointed a Collector of the Revenue, he, together with Robert 
Travers, Efq. of Cork, the Rev. William Meade, Dean of Cork, and Ann Riggs, of 
Stephens Green, Dublin, widow, entered into bond to HisMajelty, in the fum of £.4,000. 
dated the 24th February 1752, conditioned that the faid William Travers would faithfully 
dil’charge his duty as a Colleger, and pay over to the proper Officer all money received by 
him, or with which he fiiould become chargeable for the ule of His Majefty; 

Mr. Travers is returned by the Accountant General as owing a balance oY £. 1 58. o. 4|. 
fince the year 1757, and in a Report of Mr. Caldwell, formerly Solicitor of the Revenue, 
dated the 17th February 1776, it appears, that the fureties of Mr. Travers had been lued 
and have paid £.2,600. into the Treafury, and that the fum of £.158. o. 4j. remained due 
of the original balance. 

It is to beobl’erved, that two Gentlemen, befides Mr. Caldwell, have been in office fince 
the date of the faid Report, who do not appear to have taken any proceedings for recovery 
of this balance ; and the Colledlor of Cork having been directed by the Board to make 
enquiry relative to Mr. Travers and his fureties, has lately reported that he cannot find out 
any property left by them. 

You have herewith the Order of the Lords of the Treafury, and the Reports 
herein referred to, and your opinion is requefted, whether, under the circumftances 
of this cafe, it will be expedient or adviiable to incur the expence of proceeding 
againftthe parties ; and if you (hall be of opinion that proceedings ought to be 
taken, you will pleal’e to diredl the nature thereof. 

This 
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This being fo inconfiderable a balance, fo long due, and the Collector having reported that 
he has been unable to find out any property belonging to the principal or fureties, we are 
of opinion, it would not be advifaole to inftitute any proceedings for recovery of this 
balance. 

January 7th 1807, IV. C. Plunk ef. 

Charles Bujhe. 

Peter Bur routes. 

II. D. Grady. 

We concur in the above opinion. 

TV m Saurin. 

C. M. Ormjly. 

30th Od r 1807. 



CASE to advife as to the expediency of taking proceedings for recovery of the 
Balance returned to be due by Francis Allen, Efq. formerly Collector of Maas. 

Me. Allen, on being appointed a Colleftor of the Revenue, together with Brabazon 
Newcomen of Calliaghltown in the county of I.outh, and John Allen of St. Woolftan’s, 011 
the 3 lit of January 1728, entered into bond to his late Majefty King George I Id. con- 
ditioned for the due performance of his trull as a Collector of the Revenue, and for the pay- 
ment to the proper Officer of all money received by him for his Majefty ’s ufe. 

Mr. Alien is returned by the Accountant General as owing a balance of £. 162. 16. 9. 
fince the year 1730. 

It is to be obferved, that Mr. Caldwell, formerly Solicitor to the Revenue, in a paper 
dated in 17 76, purporting to be a Report as to the Collector’s balances, does not make any 
mention of this balance, but Mr. Howard (who fueceeded Mr. Caldwell as Solicitor) ftates 
in a paper, purporting to be a Report made by him in the year 1783, that in the year 1731 
proceedings were had againft Mr. Allen, and that after the Crown had been in poll'eflion 
of Mr. Allen’s property under a Cuftodiam, it was alledged that faid balance was 
overpaid. 

Mr. Howard further ftates, that Mr. Brabazon Newcomen died in 1766, and by his will 
bequeathed a confiderable real eftate to Richard Nugent of Robinftown, in the county of 
Weftmeath, in Truft for his natural fon, who went by the name of Thomas Newcomen, and 
had been called Thomas Harris, and that Frances and Arabella Newcomen were his heirs at 
Law. Mr. Straton, the Collector of Dundalk, in coafequence of an order of the Board to 
enquire rel'peCling the fureties of faid Francis Allen, ftate9 that Thomas Newcomen, the 
prelent pofi'efl'or of Caliiaghftown, is a gentleman of confiderable landed property, which is 
extremely incumbered with debt. Mr. Straton alfo ftates, that the prefent polfefi'or of 
Caliiaghftown is not the legitimate Ion of his father, Mr. Thomas Newcomen, who inherited 
the Louth and other properties from Brabazon Newcomen; the latter Thomas Newcomen, 
it is fuppofed, was the natural fon of Brabazon Newcomen, mentioned in Mr. Howard’s 
faid Report. 

Mr. Straton further ftates, that there is a legitimate fon of the late Thomas Newcomen, 
who is elder than the faid illegitimate fon, but that the faid Thomas fettled only a i'mall part 
of his property on his ifl'ue, and by his will bequeathed all his unfettled property, amongft 
which was Caliiaghftown, in the county of Louth, to his faid illegitimate fon. 

Counfel has herewith the laid paper prepared by Mr. Howard, together with the 
letter from the Lords of the Treafury to the Cominifiioners of the Revenue, and his 
opinion is requefted, whether, under the circumftanees of this cafe, it will be 
expedient or advifabie to incur the expence of proceeding againft the parties, and 
if you fliall recommend proceedings to be had, you will pleale to diredl fuch as 
lhauld be taken. 

We are of opinion, that no proceedings Ihould be taken in this cafe. 

January 7 th, 1807 — Seven. 

IV. C. Plunkett. 

Charles Bujhe. 

Peter Burroxees.. 

H. D. Grady. 

We concur in the above opinion. 

W m Saurin. 

C. M. Ormjly. 

30th OCt. 1807. 



CASE as to the expediency of taking proceedings for recovery of the Balance 
returned to be due by Henry Cuft, Elq. formerly Collector of Armagh. 

Mr. Cust, on being appointed a Collector of the Revenue, together with Mr. William 
Richardfon, of Rich Hill, Efq. and Randal Donaldfon, Efq. of Caltledillon, in the county 
of Armagh, on the toth day oi April 1735 entered into bond to his late Majefty George lid. 
234, R r conditioned 
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conditioned fer the due performance of his truft as a Collector of the Revenue, and for 
the payment to the proper Offica- of all money received by him for his Majefty’s ufe. 

Mr. Cuft is returned by the Accountant General, as owing a balance of £.401. 10. 6?. 
fince the year 1762. y * 

It is to be obferved, that Mr. Caldwell, formerly Solicitor to the Revenue, in a paper 
dated in 1776, purporting to be a Report as to Collectors’ balances, dates, that he obtained 
judgment againft Mr. Cuft in the year 1770, but on an application to the Court of Ex- 
chequer, lame was fet afide, and Mr. Cuft obtained liberty to plead to the feire facias on 
payment of ,£.216. in a month; and Mr. Howard, who fucceeded Mr. Caldwell, ftates, 
in a paper purporting to be a Report made by him in the year 1783, that in 1779 he had 
1 ITued lcire facias againft Mr. Cuft, and the heirs and tertenants of Mr. Richardl'on ; and 
Mr. Donal'dfon and Mr. Howard alfo dated, that he afterwards difeovered that a fuit in 
equity had been long before depending, from which it l'eemed as if Mr. Cuft did not owe 
any thing ; and that Mr. Cult’s defence was, that this charge confifted of Turns received by 
Gaugers ; after he was out of office ; and Mr. Howard, who appears to have inveftioated the 
matter, further dated, he was inclined to think fuch was the cafe, and no further proceeding 
appear to have been taken. The original balance was £.659. 10. 6f. which was reduced, 
by payments amounting to £.258. made between the year 1762 and 1775, to the fum now 
returned ; it is therefore likely that Mr. Cuft complied with the terms impofed by the Court 
of Exchequer, when he obtained liberty to plead; and that as no further proceedings were 
had on the feire facias, it would appear as if the fum uow returned was not due by Mr 
Cuft. J 

Counfel has herewith the faid paper prepared by Mr. Howard, together with 
the letter from the Lords of the Treal'ury to' the Commiffioners of the Revenue, 
and his opinion is requefted, whether, under the circumltanees of this cafe, it will 
be expedient or advilable to incur the expence of proceeding againft the parties; 
and it you ihall recommend proceedings to be had, you will pleafe to direct fuch 
as (hould be taken. 

In feveral cafes the Crown Lawyers advifed againft proceedings for recovery of fums 
returned as due by Collectors, and the circumftances attending this cale appear much 
lironger againft the expediency of taking proceedings for the balance ftated, returned a 'ainft 
Mr. Cuft, than thofe on which the Crown Lawyers have already decided. I therefore conceive 
it would not be advifable to take any Heps in this cale. 

H. D. Grady. 

I concur with Mr. Grady in this cafe. 

Peter Burroaes. 

19th March 1807. 

Cavan. 

J concur with Mr. Burrowes and Mr. Grady in this opinion. 

Charles Bu/he. 

March 23d 1807. 

I concur in the foregoing opinion. 

IV . C. Plunkett. 

April 19th 1807. 

I concur m the above opinion. 

C. M. Qrmfbi/. 

12th December 1807. 

I concur in the above opinion. 

W ,n Saurin. 



CASE to advife as to the expediency of taking proceedings for recovery of a 
Balance returned to be due by Francis Neville, Efq. deceafed. 

Mr. Ncville, on being appointed a Collector of Excife, together with John Cole of 
Mount llorence, m the county of Fermanagh (afterwards Lord Mount Florence), and Alex' 
Saunderfon, of Caftle Saimderfon, of county Cavan, Efq. executed their joint and feveral 
bond to h.s l^e Majefty Oeo ll. dated the 23d of May 1726, conditioned that the faid 
I raners Neville {hould duly difeharge his truft as a Collector of the Revenue, and pay over 
aftmomesreeetved by him for his Majefty’s ufe, to the proper Officer appointed to receive 

Mr. Neville is returned by the Accountant General as owing, fince the year 1727, on ac- 
count ot his colle&.on a balance of £.992. 13. ojj. which is returned due near 80 years, and 
it cannot be difeovered that any proceedings were ever taken for recovery of it ; and the 
balance is not noticed in a Report made in the year 1776, by Charles Caldwell, the Solicitor 
lor the Revenue, ot proceedings for recovery of Collectors’ balances. 

P u, ;p° rti »p; 10 be a Reportmade in the year 1783 by G. E. Howard, who 
fucceeded Mr. Caldwell as Solicitor ot the Revenue, it is ftated, that after the 1110ft diligent 
he ’. * Howard, could not even at that time get any account of Mr. Neville, "and 
that he was informed the lureties were dead and had been tenants for life. 

In conlequence of the Order from the Lords of the Trealurv herewith Tent, the Collector 
of Cavan was directed to enquire as to the properties of Mr.'Neville and his lureties, and 

he 
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he Hates that Lord Mount Florence is dead, and that theprefent Earl of Ennilkillen, who is 
his heir, refides at Florence Court, in the county of Fermanagh, and has a large property ; 
that Mr. Saundeiion was alfo dead; and that Francis Saunderlon, Member of Parliament 
for the county of Cavan, is his heir, and is efteemed a perlon of properly. 

It appears from a fearch lately made in the Regiftry, that Articles of Agreement, bearing 
date the 4th October 1728, were entered into between John Cole of Florence Court, in the 
county of Fermanagh, Efq. and F'enton Cole, of Florence Court, in the laid county, Efq. 
uncle and guardian of the faid John Cole, of the 1 ft part; Hercules Montgomery, of Ballyleft’en, 
in the county of Down, Elq. Abraham Creighton, of Crum, in the county of Fermanagh 
aforelaid, Efq. R ichard Cole, of Archers Grove, in the county of Kilkenny, Efq. and Edward 
Arfdale, of Caftle Arfdale, in the county of Fermanagh, Efq. of the 2d part ; Hugh Willoughby 
alias Montgomery, of Carrow, in the county of Fermanagh, Elq. of the 3d part; and Eliza- 
beth Willoughby alias Montgomery, eldeft daughter of the faid Hugh, of the 4th part; 
whereby, after reciting that a marriage was intended to be had between the faid John Cole 
and the faid Elizabeth Willoughby, with the confent and approbation of the faid Fenton 
Cole, and that faid John was Ceiled and polfeffeil of certain lands, &.c. in the county of Ferma 
nagh, the faid Fenton Cole and John Cole covenanted to grant and affign to the faid 
Hercules Montgomery, Abraham Creighton, Richard Cole and Edward Arfdale, the faid 
lands and all other lands. Sic. which he the laid John was polfefted of in the kingdom of 
Ireland (except the lands therein excepted) to and for the feveral uies and trulls therein 
mentioned* 

From the foregoing extract it would appear that Mr. Cole, at the time he executed the 
bond in 1726, or between that and 1728, ttie date of the laid articles, was l’eiled in fee of 
certain lands in the county of Fermanagh, on which the faid bond would be a lien ; but it 
would alfo appear from faid Extract, that Mr. Cole was a minor at the time of his executing 
laid bond and articles. 

There does not appear any aft of Mr. Saunderfon regiftered from the commencement of the 
Regiftry to the year 1729, both inclufive. 

It is to be oblerved, that the Memorials of Deeds which are lodged in the Regiftry 
Office, do not in general fet out the covenants or trails contained in the Deeds, to that un- 
lefs the faid Articles of Agreement can be infpedled, the trulls thereof cannot be known. 

You have herewith the Order of the Lords of the Treafury, and the Reports 
herein referred to, and your opinion is requested whether, under the circumftances 
of this cafe, it will be expedient or advilabie to incur the expence of proceeding 
againft the parties ; and if you fhall be of opinion that proceedings ought to be 
taken, you will pleaie to direct the nature thereof. 

From the ftalenefs of this demand, and the other circumftances Hated in this cafe, we are 
of opinion that no proceedings ought to be inftituted by the Crown. 

January 7th 1807 — Seven. 

IV. € Plunkett. 

Charles liujhe. 

Peter Burrowes. 

//. D. Grady. 

We concur in (he above opinion. 

JV m Saurin. 

C. M. Ormfby. 

30th October 1 807. 



CASE. 

Robert Gamble, Efquire, having been feveral years ago appointed Colle< 5 lor of Hi* 
Majefty’s Revenue for the Diftritft of Killybeggs, he thereupon, together with the Right 
honourable Francis Andrews, Efq. Provoft of Trinity College Dublin, and William Gamble, 
of the city of Dublin, Merchant, executed the ufual bond to His Majefty, dated the 
30th day of June 1761, in the penalty of of. 2,000 fterling, as a fecurity for the due perform- 
ance of the truft repoled in him, and alfo for the payment at the receipt of the Exchequer 
of all fuch fums as Inould be received by him. 

In the year 1 788, on the failure of Edward Vernon, Efq. late Collector of Trim, the faid 
Robert Gamble was put in charge of the -DiftriA of Trim, as Surveyor General, and in this 
capacity the fum of ,£.647. 1. of. is returned by the Accountant General to be due to the 
Crown as a balance to hate been then incurred by Mr. Gamble; but it is to be obferved, that 
the faid bond entered into by him and his fureties, was for the performance of his duty, &c. 
as Collector, and not as Surveyor General, in which latter capacity the faid balance is 
Hated to have accrued ; and therefore it feems that no proceedings on the faid bond can be 
had againft his fureties. 

It appears that Mr. Gamble was after difinified from the faid colledlioas of Killybeggs, 
in arrear to the Crown on account thereof in a fum of upwards of £. 2,000, and proceedings 
on the faid bond were taken by the Solicitor for the Port Department for recovery of faid 
balance, and judgment obtained thereon agaiuft Mr. Gamble, upon which a writ of fciie 
facias iffued, which was feveral times renewed without efteiSl. 

Mi. 
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Mr. Gamble has lately died, and from every information the Solicitor can obtain refpeCtin** 
him, he is reprefented to have been completely infolveut. 

The faid William Gamble, one of the Collector’s fureties, was his father, and died many 
years ago, as the Solicitor is informed, a bankrupt, and totally infolveut ; and the Solicitor for 
the Port Department is proceeding againft the heir and tertenants of Mr. Andrews, the 
other furety, for recovery of the balance due by Mr. Gamble as Collector of Killybeggs. 

Mr. Gamble had two penlions payable at the Treafury, one for £. 500, and the other for 
,£.300 per annum, but ne affigned fame upwards of 20 years ago, to Mr. Wade, who after- 
wards became a bankrupt, and the affignees of his effects have received the faid penfions 
. at the Treafury. 

Pleafc to advife wliat proceedings fliould be had for recovery of this balance, and 
againft whom. 

We are of opinion, that no further proceedings than thofenow carrying on by the Solicitor 
sof.the Port Department, Ihould be iuftituted in this cafe. 

January 7th, 1807. 

IV. C. Phmket. 

Charles Bujhe. 

Peter Burrozces. 

If. D. Grady. 

1 concur in the above opinion. 

C. M. Ormfby. 

I concur in the above opinion. 

Jf m Saitrin. 



C AS E to advife as to the expediency of proceedings for recovery of the Balance 
due by Richard Tonfon, Efq. late Collector of Baltimore. 

Mr. Tonson having been appointed a Collector of His Majefty’s Revenue, did, together 
vwith Henry Purdon, John Dennis, of the city of Dublin, Eiquires, and W" Blair, of the 
-countv of Clare, enter into bond to his late Majefty Geo. II. dated the 15th January 
conditioned that the faid Richard Tonfon fliould duly difcliarge his trull as Collector of His 
Majefty’s Revenue, and well and truly pay overall Runs of money which he fliould receive 
Tor the ufe of his faid Majefty, his Heirs and Succeffors, or to the proper Officer appointed 
ro receive the lame ; a balance of £.387. 2. 6. is returned by the Accountant General to 
•be due by Mr. Tonfon fince about the year 1753, upwards of 53 years ago. 

It does not appear that Mr. Caldwell, who was formerly Solicitor to the Revenue, took 
any proceedings to recover this balance ; but it appears, by a Report made by Mr. Howard 
the late Solicitor, that in the year 1770 a feire facias iffued againft the heir and tertenants 
of Mr. Tonfon, directed to the Sheriff of the county of Cork, who returned that he had 
ferved 2,012 tenants and two heirs. 

That a great number of the tenants bad pleaded to the feire facias, fo that the expence 
would be prodigious for fo frnall a balance; fend Col 1 Tonfon, the devifee of this Col- 
lector, having reprefented that it t^as.ajj improper charge, and not any thing due, Mr. 
Howard, in the year 1780 and 1781, laid the matter before the Board for their directions, 
who teemed to think it better not to proceed. 

In tiiis Report Mr. Howard ftates, that it appears, by a Report made by Mr. Caldwell in 
the year 1769, that the balance was a furchayge on Mr. Tonfon, ariiing from a dif’putc 
between him and the Commiflioners of the Revenue, touching the expences of a leizure lie 
was concerned in i'evera) years ago ; they aUedgins his charge was unreafonabl.e, ajid he, on 
the contrary, that it was juft; but.the fum returned has not been confidered as a real balance 
due, and the matter has refted on that point. 

The Lords of the Treafury having ordered proceedings to be taken for recovery of all 
balances due by deceafed and dil'miiVed Collectors, but in coniequence of the ftalenei's of 
this demand, and the foregoing Reports made by the former Solicitors thereon, and the 
prefent Solicitor not having been ahle to dil'coverany property that can be reforted to, fave 
that ftated in thefe Reports, the expence of proceedings againft which would be fo very 
enormous, he has not as yet taken any proceedings for .the recovery of the balance due by 
this Collector. 

Under thefe circumftances your opinion is requefted, whether it will be expe- 
dient or advifable to incur the ex pence of proceedings againft the parties for, 
recovery of the foregoing alledged balance; and if you In all recommend proceed- 
ings, to be had, you will pleafe direCt luch as ftiall be taken. 

I do not think it would be expedient now to proceed to recover the balance ftated to be 
due in this caie ; the ftaleaefs of the demand, together with the doubt of the reafonaWe- 

n eft 
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nefs of . the charge originally made; fuggefted in Mr.' Howard’s, render it, in my opinion,a 
claim which ougnt" forever .to be relinquiihed. 

‘ ' Pete? Jiurrojres. - 

31ft January 1807. 

In my opinion it would not be advifable to take any proceedings in this cafe. 

_ H. D. Urady. 

We concur in the fame opinion. 

IV. C. Plunkett. - 
Chartes Uujhe. 

I. concur in the above opinion. 

" " ' ' /f-farm. 

agtli October 1807. 



CASE to advife as to the expediency of Proceeding for Recovery of the Balance 
due by Richard Southwell, El'q. late Colle&or of Mallow. 

Mr. Sot-TffwEt.L having been appointed a Colle&or of his Majefty’s Revenue, did, together 
with John Walker of Caftletown, in the county ot .Ljroecick, Eiq. and Henry hole, Eiq. 
afterwards Mr.' Juftice Role, enter into bond to his late Majeity George 1 . dated the 22d 
day of February 1728 ; conditioned, that, the laid Richard Southwell thould duly ddcharge 
Iiis trtift as a Collettor of his Majelly’s Revenue, and well and truly pay over all iums ot 
•money which he thould receive tor the ufe of his laid Majefty his heirs and luccellors, or die 
proper Offieer appointed to receive fame. 

A balance of ,£.230. is returned by the Accountant Generd^to be^c*by Mf. Sbufftwrll 
fmee the year 1730, near 80 years. 

Mr. Caldwell, who was formerly Solicitor t ft .the~BfYeuuc* does not mention this balance 



any proceedings having been had for recovery of it, in a paper purporting to be a Report 
. - 7 . 1 • • v — Q f Collectors Balances ; but Mr. Howard, who 



made" by him in the year 1776, on the fubje& o. _ . , 

fucceeded Mr. Caldwell as Solicitor, in a paper, dated in 1783, on the fame lubject, hates, 
that after a tedious learch, he found that on the 28th November 1745, judgment was ob- 
tained on a feire facias againlt Richard Southwell and John VV alkcr, and alio agamic W il- 
liam Talbot and William Greene, Ei'qrs. executors of Henry Role; and by a Return made 
in 1773 it appeared, that the balance due by the Collector had been confiderab y largely but 
that feveral payments had been made by Mr. Juftice Rote in bis lifetime, and on bis death 
his heirs refuted to pay any further turns, alledging they were not bound lo to do. 

It appears from the Regiftry Office, that a perfon named Richard Southwell, of Ennif- 
couch in the countv of Limerick, Efq. did, by Releafc, dated the 18th September 1718, 111 
confideration of .£.'1,500. grant certain manors, Whips, &c. in the county ot Limerick, 
to Symon Purdon, of Jenneramia in the county of Clare, Liq. iubject to the proviio or 
condition of redemption therein contained. 

It alfo appears from the Regiftry, that a will was regiftered on the 20th February 1729 
O S. bearing date the qth September 1729, O. S. whereby Richard Southwell, then late ot 
Ennifcouch in the county of Limerick, Efq. dcceaicd, deviled all bw lands, tenements, 
hereditaments, &c. whereof he was at the time of making iaid will pollelled, either in tee tail or 
fee fi in pie, and all his freehold property, to his wife Agnes, Sir Maurice Crotbie, Knt. and h,s 
brother Henry Role, in truft tor his eldeft ion John Southwell for lite, with remainder oven; 
and after recitinsr that he had agreed to purchafe the feefimple and inheritance ot the town 
and lands of Ennifcouch and others from Lord Southwell, directed his laid Iruftees to 
, complete the laid purchafe, and to Hand feifed of the laid lands to the uies ot Ins will. 

The ao-reement mentioned in the faid will, for the purchafe of Ennifcouch, &c. docs not 
appear to have been regiftered, but leveral fee farm grants, dated the 29th ot May 1731, are 
regiftered, and fluted to'have been made by Lord Southwell, and as to the laid Agues, as widow 
and relict and executrix of Richard Southwell, late of Ennifcouch ni the county ot Lnnenck, 
Etq. dcceafcd, ns well of the faid lands of Ennifcouch as ot other lands mentioned in the 
laid will, to be contained in the agreement mentioned therein; laid fee farm grants appear 
to have been made in purfuance of a decree of the Court of Chancery, one ot the parties 
being ftyled a Matter of his Majefty’s High Court of Chancery. 

There docs not appear in the Regiftry any acts of Mr. Walker or Mr. Rofe, who were 
Mr. Southwell’s lureties. 



Mr. Bell, the pretent Collector of Mallow, who was directed by the Commiflioners of the 



and pofleffes feme property ; and that the Right honourable the Knight of Kerry, and Mr. 
Lancelot Sandes, of Kiikwan, in the county of Limerick, arc Mr. Role’s reprelentatives ; but 
it does not appeal whether any property of Mr. Southwell or his fureties has come to the 
hands of their reprelentatives. 

234. Ss lrom 
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From the- eircumftances mentioned in Mr. Bell’s letter, it is apprehended that the Mr. 
Southwell, mentioned in the foregoing extracts, was the Collector, as it appears he was related 
i to Mr. Kefe,who was one of the Collector’s fineries, and Mr. Walker, die other furety,' 
reltdrd in the county of Limerick ; and it is oblervable, that the judgment Rated by 
.vMr. Howard was. not obtained until fixteen years after Mr. Southwell’s death. 

Counfel has .herewith . the faid paper prepared by Mr. Howard, together with 
the letter from the Lords of the Treafury to the Coinmiilioncrs of the Revenue, 
and his opinion isrequefted, whether, under the circumitances of this cafe, it will 
■ he expedient or advil'able .to incur the expence of proceedings againft the parties; 
and if you lhall recommend proceedings to be had, you will pical'e to direct fuch 
as fliould -be taken. 

; We are of opinion that no proceedings ought to be taken in this cafe. 

. January;7tli, 1807. 

W. C. Pfunkct. 

Charles Bujhe. 

Peter Burr owes. 

II. D. Grady. 

- We concur in, the above opinion. 

fV m Saurin. 

C. M. Ormfby. 

30th Odtober iS®7. 
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